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Digests of Recent Opinions 


UNFAIR COMPETITION — It is 
no longer necessary that the 
parties be in competition before 
the use of a similar trade name 
will be enjoined as unfair com- 
petition; the test today is 
whether there is likelihood of 
confusion or deception among 
actual or prospective customers 
of plaintiff so that they will be 
misled into believing defend- 
ant’s business is that of or is 
connected with plaintiff's. 

—The owner of a trade mark or 
trade name is protected against 
the use of a similar designation 
by another only where the 
goods, services or business of 
the other are sufficiently relat- 
ed to the owner’s that infringe- 
ment would subject the good 
will and reputation of the trade 
mark or trade name to the 
hazards of the other’s business. 

—Injunction against use of sim- 
ilar name will be denied where 
the enterprises are radically 
different or the areas of opera- 
tion too remote to occasion any 
probable injury. 

—Held, use of letters “A & P” in 
name A & P Trucking Corp. for 
a trucking corporation does not 
constitute such unfair competi- 
tion with trade mark and trade 
name of “A & P” owned by 
Great Atlantic & Pacific Tea 
Co. in food merchandising as 
to warrant injunction. 

ESTOPPEL— UNFAIR COMPETI- 
TION— Generally laches is not 
a defense to injunctive relief 
against unfair competition. 

EVIDENCE — Under appropriate 
circumstances results of surveys 
or polls may be admitted upon 
an authentic foundation being 
laid for the manner of formula- 
tion of the result of the poll. 

Digested from an opinion by 

id, J.A.D., rendered July 29, 
Appellate Div. The Great 

Atlantic and Pacific Tea Co. v. 

1 & P Trucking Corporation, et 

as, For appellant—John Milton, 

Milton, McNulty & Augelli, 

). For respondents—Milton 
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iff appeals from a judg- 
ying it relief, except in 
respect, in this action to 
efendants from using the 
tion “A & P” in their busi- 
Plaintiff owns and operates a 
il food store chain and 











=“0n “A & P”. It has for many 
“3 used the letters enclosed in 


















ration” is engaged in gener- 
ucking business and is the 

tr to a partnership formed 
Norino and Pangione under 
ame A & P Trucking Com- 











of defendant’s 
S to whether the person 
ed believed them to be 
i the plaintiff. Though the 
f the Poll was excluded as 
there was testimony by 
interviewed during the 
they believed the trucks 
intiff’s. It is argued ex- 
of the report of the poll 
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al judge found (1) that 
ws use of the letters 
. “A and P” was in con- 
“ with and as an integral 

“tS entire corporate title 
With the distinctive char- 
._ > €mployed by plaintiff 
20 time did defendant rep- 
“Aad any connection with 



















| 
_Workmens Compensation 
| Pretrial Procedure 
plaintiff (3) the parties are not Directive 
in business competition, the busi- 
nesses are completely dissimilar 
and there is no identity of any 
kind between their customers (4) 
there is no deception nor confu- 
Sion nor likelihood thereof (5) 
plaintiff did not present proof of 
loss of a single customer nor like- 
lihood thereof or that its name 
was injured and (6) the opera- 
tions of the parties are so unre- 
lated that the good will and repu- 
tation of plaintiff are not sub- 
jected to defendant’s business or 
market reputation. 

Held: It is undisputed that 
plaintiff has a valuable right in 


ADMINISTRATIVE DIRECTIVE 
NO. 7A 
SEPTEMBER TERM, 1958 
SUBJECT: Pre-Trial Procedure— 
Newark and Jersey City 
The Workmen’s Compensation 
Board at its meeting of April 19, 
1958 approved the adoption of 
the system of pre-trial calendar 
call recommended by the Advi- 
sory Committ on Workmen’s 
Compensation on an experimen- 
tal basis at the Newark Office. 
As the system has met with gen- 
eral approval it is extended to 
include the Jersey City as well 
as the Newark Office of the 
Division as of September 2, 1958: 





(Continued on page 2, col. 1) 








° g| 1. Pre-trials to be listed nu- 
National Conference Of | merically according to claim 
State Trial Judges To Be petition number with an assign- 






affixed for each 
in this same or- 


ment numbe 
daily calendar 
der. 
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Formed in Los Angeles 


Formation of a permanent 
National Conference of State 
Trial Judges is slated for com- 
pletion in connection with the 
8lst annual meeting of the 

: ma pera! : 3. At 10:00 A. M. the Deputy | 
American Bar Association in Los| Director or Referee will call the | 
Angeles Aug. 25-29. = | 

To become the nucleus of the 


| pre-trial list in order of this 
: ssig number. Those attor- 
new group, two state court judges assigned 
from each state and territory | 


neys present and prepared to 
have been invited by the ABA| Proceed 


will mark their oo 
i cgi aye ready and they will be heard in 

Section of Judicial Administra- dy Braga 

tion to attend an organization 


the order of the assigned num- 
; ¥ F bers. Respondents intending to 
meeting Aug. 25. The chairman | po ¥ & 
of the section is Tom C. Clark, 


invoke the 26-week rule will so| 
associate justice of the U.S. 


The notice of pre-trial 


indicate on the calendar call and | 


9 ee similar notation will be made} 
penile chit yf Sho where medical is incomplete, so | 
ee 5 that the decision as to disposi-| 


Justice Robert G. Simmons of 
the Nebraska Supreme Court. 
Justice Clark said the purpose 
of the national conference is to 
provide a continuing forum for 
consideration of practical prob- 
lems of the state courts. One 
such problem is court congestion, 
particularly in metropolitan 
areas. Another is court reorgan- 
ization and modernization of 


tion or marking of these cases | 
can be made immediately by the 
Deputy Director or Referee. 

4. Prior to discussion of cases 
marked ready on the calendar 
call, cases already scheduled | 
from the previous pre-trial date | 
will be heard. 

5. Cases marked ready will be | 
pre-tried in order of the} 


the 


procedures. calendar call. 
At the present time there is 6. Subsequent to the 10:00 
no national organization for 4M. calendar call and the 


pooling of information and ex- 


: *~ marking of the cases, a list will | 
perience of the states in these pep posted which will be signed 





fields. The proposed national py attorneys who appear after | 
conference would work closely | 19:99 A. M. and the cases rep-| 
with the judicial conferences | represented by such counsel will 


that now exist in some states. 
One aspect of the plan is to 
establish a pattern for closer 
cooperation between the state 
judicial conferences and the 
state university law schools. 
Under this plan the law schools | 
would sponsor an annual state 
conference on judicial adminis- 


in 


be pre-tried the order of} 
signatures on the list, after dis- | 
position has been made on all| 
cases marked ready on the cal- 


endar call. | 


7. As soon as a small group of | 
cases have been discussed and | 
are ready for disposition they | 
tration at which law students| Will he heard and the discus-| 
would serve as aides of the par- | Sions will resume on the remain- | 
ticipating judges, thus gaining | 1Ng cases. This procedure will be | 
an insight into the problems of | repeated until the list 1s com-| 
the courts and actual law prac-| pleted. | 
tice. | 8. Where attorneys have cases | 

A chairman for the national! both on trial and pre-trial lists | 
conference will be elected, and | on the same date, the attorney | 
an agenda for the work of the| may notify the Deputy Director 
conference will be formulated,| or Referee hearing the list of 
at the organization meeting | this fact prior to the 10:00 A. M. 
scheduled for 2:00 p. m. on Aug-| call. The case will be marked, 
25 in the Statler Hotel ready-hold, and upon comple- 
tion of the case listed for trial, 
the attorney will return to the | 
pre-trial hearing room and as- 
sume such position as is avail- 
able to him at that time, with- | 
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USL 


Morris, Warren and 
Sussex Vicinage To Be 
Inaugurated 


at that 

ME ahiea out further penalty. | 
The Morris, Warren and Sussex aM , a ald call 
County vicinage of the Superior It is required =" ry the mapa 
Court of New Jersey will be in-| A. M. calendar call, attorneys for | 
augurated at ceremonies at the|TesPondents and petitioners’ 
Morris County Court House on| ™ust have all necessary infor-| 
Wednesday September 3rd, at mation at their disposal so that 


: : é the calendar can be properly | 
iene a ee pea marked to expedite disposition. 
ceremonies. Invitations are being} Ned J. Parsekian, Director 
extended through Mrs. Phyliis| Division of Workmen’s Com- 
Klinedinst, Assignment Clerk of pensation 








which is mailed to the attorneys | 
is to bear this assigned number. | 


Review of U.S. Supreme Court's Work 


HIGHLIGHTS OF TERM 
(Part 1) 





Foreign Insurers 
| In a unanimous opinion by 
eee | Mr. Justice Black it was held 
The article which follows is the first| that the Fourteenth Amendment 
jin a series briefly summarizing the | is not violated by a California 
|opinions and work of the Supreme | statute subjecting a foreign cor- 
Court during its recent Term. Sub-| 4 it in Calif re 
| sequent articles will deal with statis- | poration 1 au on - 
| tics of the Court’s work and particu- | SuUrance contracts with Cali- 
|lar fields of law. | fornians even if the corporation 
cannot be served with process 


| Lost amidst the hubbub about in that state. The Court bottom- 
ed its opinion on the fact that 


| Civil rights, Communism, and} 
{coddling of criminals were two} ,. page a 
{landmark opinions defining the | the sult was — nei — 

, present status of Pennoyer v | tract which had substan _ = 
| Neff. 95 U. S. 714 Early in the | nection with that State.” Mr. 
|Term it seemed as if the Court | Justice Black wrote: ~The —_ 
l had taken the last step to inter | tract was delivered in California, 
| the doctrine—that the result | the premiums were mailed from 
|adumbrated in Hess v. Pawloski, | there and the pea Piatt 
|274 U. S. 352; International Shoe | 7°Sident of that State when he 
| Co. v. Washington, 326 U. S.. 310; 


|died. It cannot be denied that 
|and Olberding v. Illinois Central California has a manifest inter- 
|R. R. Co., 346 U. S. 338, had at} 


|est in providing effective means 
| of redress for its residents when 
howe sae ae |their insurers refuse to pay 
s r | claims. These residents would be 
| Judge Rejects Suits To | at a severe disadvantage if they 


| 
| Halt At were forced to follow the insur- 
al om Tests |ance company to a distant State 


WASHINGTON. D. C. ( N) in order to hold it legally ac- 
_A Federal judge ac 1ACeN? | countable.” In reaching this 
jected two lawsuits aimed at the |COM¢lusion Mr. Justice om 
U. S. nuclear tests in the Pacific. | Stressed the “trend * * * toward 

U. S. District Judge Rich q| expanding the permissible scope 
B Sadie teak Pg of the| ° state jurisdiction over for- 

. |eign corporations and other 
39 persons wh ad Brough the nonresidents” Mee ¥. Inter 

a 2 : tional Life Ins. Co., 26 LW 
reside in this country, France | 4973) . ° 
Britain, Canada, Germany and 
the Marshall Islands, where the | Foreign Trustees 


tests are being made. But, just before adjournment, 

In dismissing the suits, Judge} the Court stepped back from 
Keech said that apart from the) the extreme position it appeared 
Marshall Islanders, none of the | to have reached: the Chief Jus- 
plaintiffs could show he was be-| tice (Mr. Justice Black, Mr. Bur- 
ing injured more than anyone|ton, Mr. Justice Brennan, and 
else by the tests. He held that| mr. Justice Douglas dissented) 
the Islanders, as non-resident | held that the Fourteenth Amend- 
aliens, were ineligible to ask! ment prevents Florida from ex- 
U. S. courts for an injunction. 'ercising in rem or in personam 

The Judge overruled argu-/| jurisdiction to adjudicate the 
ments that the tests lacked au-| effectiveness of a Florida domi- 
thorization from congress and|ciliary’s testamentary appoint- 
that they would be unconstitu-| ment to Floridians of the corpus 
tional even if authorized. lof a trust that she had created 

As for contentions that the|in securities while a resident of 
tests violated the United Nations | Delaware and that is being ad- 
Charter, Judge Keech said these | ministered by a Delaware trustee 
objections could be made only; Who is an essential party but 
by “diplomatic negotiations be-| who has neither appeared in the 
tween the sovereignties concern- | Florida suit nor been personally 














ed.” served with process in that 
The plaintiffs in the case in- | St‘. - 
cluded Linus Pauling, Nobel Naturally enough, principal 


reliance for jurisdiction was 
placed upon the McGee case, but 
the Chief Justice refused to ad- 
mit that McGee heralded ‘the 
eventual demise of all restric- 
tions on the personal jurisdic- 
tion of state courts. Those re- 
strictions,” he said, “are more 
than a guarantee of immunity 
from inconvenient or distant 
litigation. They are a conse- 
quence of territorial limitations 
on the power of the respective 
States. However minimal the 
burden of defending in a foreign 


prize-winning chemist; Norman 
Thomas, Socialist leader; Bert- 
rand Russell, British philosopher, 
and several Japanese fishermen. | 


National Criminal 
Defense Lawyers Ass'n 
Formed 


The first nation-wide asso- 
ciation for defense’ lawyers in 
criminal cases was established 
on Friday at the Northwestern 


University law school short|,.. 
F tribunal, a defendant may not 
oneal — ae: oe be called upon to do so unless 


he has had the ‘minimal con- 
tacts’ with that State that are 
a prerequisite to its exercise of 
power over him.” 


McGee was distinguished on 
the ground that there “the non- 
resident defendant solicited a 
reinsurance agreement with a 
resident of California. The offer 
was accepted in that State, and 
the insurance preiniums were 
mailed from there until the in- 
sured’s death. Here, on the con- 
trary, there is involved the valid- 
ity of an agreement that was 


With the assistance of the law 
school’s criminal law depart- 
ment, 105 lawyers attending the 
course from Aug. 11-15 formed 
the National Association of De- 
fense Lawyers in Criminal Cases. 

President of the new associa- 
tion, Charles A. Bellows, veteran 
Chicago defense lawyer, said 
the organization’s objectives are: 

—To provide an appropriate 
national organization represent- | 
ing those lawyers, who are act- | 
ively engaged in the defense of | 
criminal cases. - 

—To foster periodic meetings | (Continued on page 5, col. 1) 
of defense lawyers and thereby) peprinrep BY SPECIAL PERMISSION 
provide a forum for the mutual) prow rare UNITED STATES LAW WEEK. 
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Morris County. August 14, 1958 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 





(Continued from page 1) 





the trade name “A & P” through 
prior use and that the letters 
“A & P” as applied to the sale of 
food products have attained a 
secondary meaning. The fact that 
defendant has incorporated un- 
der the name A & P Trucking 
Corporation does not afford it 
immunity if the name is used to 
compete unfairly with plaintiff 
or to depreciate plaintiff’s good 
will and reputation. 

The question is whether defen- 
dant’s use of the letters “A & P” 
as part of its corporate name in 
the conduct of its business con- 
stitutes unfair competition and if 
so, whether plaintiff is entitled 
to injunctive relief. The conclu- 
sions found by the trial court are 
supported by the evidence. 

Here there is no competition 
between the parties. Proof of 
actual competition was previous- 
ly an indispensable prerequisite 








“WRITING PORTFOLIO 


Ideal for saving-by-mail and other 
correspondence. Includes ball point 
pen, stationery, desk blotter and 
save-by-mail envelopes. FREE with 
new savings accounts, $10 or more 
(one to a person). Open account in 
person or use coupon below. WE 
PAY POSTAGE BOTH WAYS ON 
MAIL ACCOUNTS. 
3 4 latest 
dividend / times a yearl 


per annum 
SAVINGS INSURED TO $10,000 


Money saved by 15th of any month 
earns from Ist of that month 


MOHAWK SAVINGS 


and Loan Association 
40 Commerce St., Newark 2, N. J. 
MI 2-3650 
Daily, 9 a.m. to 4 p.m.; 
OPEN WED. EVES. UNTIL 8 P.M. 
FREE PARKING ccross the street 
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to injunctive relief. However, the 


test today is whether there is} 


likelihood of confusion or decep- 
tion among actual or prospective 
customers of the plaintiff. Where 
the necessary or probable ten- 
dency of the similarity in names 
is to mislead the public into be- 
lieving defendant’s business is 
that of or one connected with 
plaintiff's, 
confusion or actual fraudulent in- 
tent need be shown. The rule now 
is that one is entitled to protec- 
tion against simulation of his 
trade mark or trade name not 
only on competing goods but in 
goods so related that the good 
or ill repute of one is likely to 
be visited upon the other. The 
trade name is not protected 
against any use but only within 
the limits fixed by the likelihood 
of confusion of customers. The 
issue in each case is whether the 
goods, services or business of the 
actor and owner are sufficiently 
related so that the alleged in- 
fringement would subject the 
good will and reputation of the 
trade name or trade mark to the 
hazards of the actor’s business. 
The enterprises may be radically 
different or the areas of operation 
too remote to occasion any prob- 
able injury and thus equitable 
intervention against the use of 
a similar trade name would be un- 
warranted. Such is the case here. 

Since the court has in the exer- 
cise of its equitable powers decid- 
ed to slightly modify the judg- 
ment below, the question of laches 
is considered. Generally laches is 
not a bar to injunctive relief 
against unfair competition since 
allowance of the defense might 
lead to the result that the public 
would continue to suffer the de- 
ceit or misapprehension which 
the law seeks to prevent. Addi- 
tionally, the facts here do not 
support a defense of laches. 

As to the evidence question, sur- 
veys or polls of the nature here 
involved may be admitted on an 
authentic foundation being laid 
for the manner of the formula- 
tion of the result of the poll as 
in any other expert evidence. The 
basis for such admission is that 
it is not hearsay «s not being 
oifered for the truth of the facts 
pelled but as primary evidence of 
rublic state of mind and reaction 
and, more important that simple 
expediency requires admission of 
such public opinion polls. The 
necessity for the evidence out- 
weighs the lack of opportunity to 
cross examine. The _ evidence 
should have been admitted here 
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SPECIALISTS in all printed forms and documents 
required for filing and registration with the 
Securities and Exchange Commission 
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TITLE 
INSURANCE 


EXCLUSIVELY jae 


"SERVICE Pia: 
— olen aad 


FRANKLIN 


_ RELIABILITY | 


PROMPT © EFFICIENT * COMPLETE 


A Pioneer New Jersey Institution 
Attorneys and Investors Since 1926 
Full Attorney Cooperation 


FRANKLIN 


TITLE INSURANCE COMPANY 
405 Seventh Ave. Newark 7, W. J. 
HUmboldt 2-3900 


| brought into -a partnership or 


but its exclusion, under the cir- 
cumstances present, was not 
| harmful error. 

The judgment is affirmed ex- 
cept that it is modified to restrain 
the defendant from using the 
letters “A & P” on its trucks, let- 
terheads or elsewhere unless ac- 
companied with the words 
“Trucking Corporation” in equal | 
size and style of lettering. 


PARTNERSHIPS — Unless a con- 
trary intention appears, all pro- 
perty acquired with partner- 
ship funds is partnership prop- 
erty. 

—Less than all the partners may 
not bind the partners by an act 
not performed for the purpose 
of carrying on the usual busi- 
ness of the partnership unless 
authorized by the other part- 
ners. 

—Where less than all the part-| 
ners transfer partnership assets 
to a corporation the property 
remains that of the partnership 
and may be traced into the cor- 
poration but cannot remain in 
it. 

PARTNERSHIPS — CORPORA- 
TIONS — Where a partnership 
has formed and financed cor- 
porations not as an _ invest- 
ment but for the purpose of 
making each an instrumental- 
ity in an integrated whole, the 
court will look through the 
form and deal with the corpor- 
ate property as partnership as- 
sets if justice so requires pro- 
vided no rights of third parties 
are involved. 

—While generally the partner- 
ship agrement is the measure of 
the partner’s rights the court 
will not enforce a _ provision 
therein where to do so would be 
inequitable because of changed 
circumstances. 

—Where a partnership has form- 
ed and owns corporations to 
carry on its business the court 
will not order distribution in 
shares though the partnership 
agreement calls for distribu- 
tion in kind if such distribution 
would have the inequitable re- 
sult of compelling a withdraw- 
ing partner to remain as a 
minority stockholder. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Goldmann, S.J.A.D., rendered July 
25, 1958. Appellate Div. Fortugno 
v. Hudson, et als. For Arthur For- 
tugno, appellant—Roger H. Mc- 
Glynn. (McGlynn, Stein & Mc- 
Glynn, attys). For other parties— 
Adrian M. Unger (Milton M. & 
Adrian M. Unger, attys). 

This appeal stems from an ac- 
tion for dissolution of a partner- 
ship and involves the issue of 
whether five corporations formed 
by the individual parties were as- 
sets of the partnership composed 
of the same parties and if so in 
|what manner the dissolution of 








|its assets, particularly with refer- 
}ence to the corporate _ stock, | 
| should be made. The trial court | 
held one of the corporations was | 
an asset of the partnership and 
|should be sold and the proceeds 
divided among the partners but| 
| that the other four were not as- | 
| Sets of the partnership and that | 
| the stock thereof should be equal- | 
| ly distributed among the partners. | 
|The appellant contends all were| 
|assets of the partnership and | 
| that on dissolution of the partner- | 
| ship he was entitled to his pro- | 
| portionate share in cash, rather | 
| than to be forced to exchange his | 
| position as an equal partner for | 
| that of a minority stockholder in 
a corporation whose shares would | 
have no market value. The other | 
partners contend distribution of | 
| all the corporations should be by | 


| Shares of stock and rely on the} 


| partnership agreement executed jf} 


| in 1940 which provided that on| 


| termination of the partnership | 
| the “money and other assets of | 
| the partnership then remaining | 
| (after payment of debts) shall be | 


divided in specie between the par- 
ties, share and share alike”. 
Held: All property originally 


] 
subsequently acquired in any way 
on its behalf is partnership pro- 
perty and, unless a contrary in- 
tention appears, property acquir- | 
ed with partnership funds is part- | 
nership property. 

Less than all the partners in a| 
partnership may not bind the | 
partners by an act or acts not| 
performed for the purpose of | 
carrying on the usual business of | 
the partnership unless authorized | 
by the other partners. And it is 
basic that no one can be made a} 
stockholder in a corporation with- | 
out his knowledge and consent. | 
Where less than all the partners 
transfer partnership assets to a} 
corporation, the property remains | 
that of the partnership and may 
be traced into the corporation; | 
the new corporation need not be | 
dissolved (it may remain the or- | 
ganization of the partners who} 
incorporated it), but no assets of| 
the partnership can remain in it.| 

Appellant contends he is not! 
sO much concerned with “pierc- 
ing the corporate veil” in the 
usual sense, as in having this court | 
determine that the corporations, | 
together with their assets and} 
value, are in fact assets of the! 
partnership and asks that his co- 
partners be directed to pay him 
his one-eighth of the total value 
of the partnership with the value 
of the corporations included in 
the valuation. The general rule is 
that a corporate entity may not 
be disregarded but the principle 
is not without exception and a 
court of equity is always con- 
cerned with substance and not 
merely form. 

A partnership may be created 
for the purpose of buying and 
selling shares of stock. In such 
case the partnership goes no fur- 
ther than the stock itself; the 
partners are not entitled to be 
considered as owners of the cor- 
porations in which the stock is 
held. But the partnership here 
was not one engaged in buying 
and selling corporate shares; it| 
did not obtain the shares merely 
as an investment but for the pur- 
pose of making each corporation 
an instrumentality or department 
of the partnership. In similar sit- 
uations courts have _ looked 
through the form to the reality 
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the corporate stock itself. The 
agreement did not contemplate 
the transfer of partnership assets 
into corporate stock and subse- 
quent distribution thereof, there- 
by transforming a full partner in- 
to a minority stockholder and 
denying him effective withdrawal 
from the partnership on liquida- 
tion. Distribution under the part- 
nership agreement had in view 
distribution in money and tangi- 
ble goods. In any case, the court 
will not order equal distribution 
of the shares where circumstances 
would make such a course an in- 
equitable one and such is the sit- 
uation here. 

The decision is based on equit- 
able grounds. It would be in- 
equitable to compel appellant tc 
remain in the enterprises and 
that would be the effect of order- 
ing a distribution in stock. If 
this be a violation of the partner- 
ship agreement it would not be 
the first time a court of equity 
has refused to enforce a provision 
in an agreement where to do so 
would be inequitable because of 
changed circumstances. 


There are no third parties in- 
volved. In such case the court 
may ignore the corporate entity 
in order to do that which is just. 
All the corporations and the part- 
nership were treated as a single 
enterprise. Therefore all the as- 
sets of the partnership, including 
those of the corporations, should 
be liquidated and the proceeds 
distributed in cash. 

While the remaining partners 
cannot be ordered to buy out ap- 
pellant’s interest, such course 
would eliminate the substantia 
loss in value which must result 
from a forced sale. If the other 
partners will agree to the entry 
of an order for appraisal of 
partnership under the direction 
of the court and directing them to 
pay appellant one-eighth of the 
value so found, such an order wil 
be entered, otherwise there wi 
be a liquidation sale of all the 
assets. The parties are to have 
20 days to signify their choice to 
the trial court. 


Remanded for further proceed- 
ings accordingly. 


the 
tne 
STabal 








and dealt with the corporations 
as the justice of the case re- 
quired. 

Reviewing the facts in detail 
this court finds all the corpora- 
tions were incorporated or pur- 
chased with partnership money, 
their assets either came directly 
from the partnership or were pur- 
chased with partnership funds, 
and they were in many respects 
treated as a single enterprise and | 
used as a convenient method to| 
further the partnership business. | 
Applying the principles heretofore | 
stated, it is held four of the cor-| 
Pporations were and are assets of | 
the partnership and the fifth was | 
not formed with the consent of) 
nor ratified by all the partners| 
hence its assets belong to the| 
partnership and are held in trust 
for it. 

The partnership agreement is| 
the measure of the partner’s| 
rights and obligations. The trial | 
court correctly held that the pro- | 
vision for distribution “in specie” | 
meant distribution in kind. How- | 
ever, the agreement does not bind | 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


CORPORATIONS — DIVIDENDS 

—tThe rights of non-cumulative 
preferred stockholders rest gen- 
erally on the terms of the cer- 
tificate of incorporation. 

—Where the certificate of incor- 
poration is silent or so general 
with reference to the rights of 
preferred stockholders as _ to 
leave adequate room for the 
construction of the contractual 
arrangement between the par- 
ties, the dividend credit rule will 
be applied, but where, as here, 
the certificate is clear and un- 
ambiguous, it will be enforced 
as written. 

—Provision that preferred stock 
shall be non-cumulative and 
shall be entitled to earned but 
not declared dividends only in 
event of dividends to common 
stock in excess of net profits 
for that year prevents applica- 
tion of dividend credit rule in 
absence of dividend to common 
stock in excess of earned pro- 
fits. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Drenk, J.C.C., rendered July 18, 
1955. Superior Court, Chancery 
Div. Leeds & Lippincott v. Nevins, 
et als. For plaintiff—Moore, But- 
ler & McGee and Perskie & Per- 
skie. For defendants Archer, 
Greiner, Hunter & Read, Hetfield 
& Hetfield and James A. DuPles- 
sis, Jr. Alfred C. Clapp of counsel. 

This is a class action brought 
plaintiff corporation for 
ratory judgment as to (1) 
her plaintiff can redeem its 
rred stock at $50.00 per share 
yhether in the event of a re- 
ization, reorganization, dis- 
n or winding up the pre- 
stockholders are entitled 
more than $50 per share and 
3) whether preferred stockhold- 
ers have a presently vested in- 
t in the surplus of the cor- 
tion. 
e 1938 amended certificate of 
incorporation of the plaintiff pro- 
vides for dividends on preferred 
t $2.50 per share such divi- 
not to be paid however in 
ar until the net earnings 
that year exceed $700,000 and 
then only to the extent of such 
excess. The certificate further 



































provides that dividends on the 
preferred stock shall be non- 
cumulative but that “no dividends 
Shall be paid for any year on 
common stock in excess of the 
net profits for that year remain- 
ing after payment of the $2.50 
per share for such year on the 
preferred stock, until dividends 
earned, but unpaid for any prior 
year or years on the preferred 
stock, shall have been paid, but 
in no other respects shall divi- 
dends on preferred stock be cum- 
ulative”. Dividends on common 
stock are also payable only out of 
net earnings in excess of $700,000 
in any year, after payment of 
dividends on preferred stock. The 
certificate also provides that in 
the event of recapitalization, re- 
organization, dissolution or wind- 
ing up preferred stockholders 
shall be paid or preferred to the 
extent of $50 per share and after 
the payment or preference to 
holders of preferred stock to the 
extent of $50 per share the re- 
maining assets shall be divided 
among and paid to common 
stockholders and that preferred 
stock may be redeemed at any 
time at $50 per share. 

No dividends of any kind have 
been paid. 

Held: The primary issue is 
whether the dividend credit rule 
is applicable to the preferred stock. 

The rights of holders of non- 
cumulative preferred stock rest 
generally, apart from statutory 
restrictions, on the terms of the 
certificate of incorporation and 
where the certificate of incorpor- 
ation is silent or is so general as 
to leave adequate room for the 
construction of the contractual 
arrangements between the par- 
ties, the dividend credit rule will 
be applied. The dividend credit 
rule allows a credit to non-cumu- 
lative preferred stockholders for 
dividends which could have been 
declared in years in which the 
corporation made a profit but 
which were not declared, the cor- 
poration retaining the profit as 
part of its working capital. In 
the instant case the certificate is 
clear and unambiguous. Hence 
no resort can be made to rules of 
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construction and it should be en- | 
| pressing for the balance due him | 


forced as written. 

The certificate expressly pro-| 
vides that the preferred stock is| 
to be non-cumulative, that an 
exception is to be made in the! 
event dividends are paid to com-| 
mon stock “in excess of the net 
profits for that year” and then| 
provides “but in no other respects 
shall dividends on preferred stock | 
be cumulative”. The certificate 
thus recognizes an application of 
the dividend credit rule where 
dividends are declared in excess 
of net earnings for the year but 
expressly limits the preferred 
creditors cumulative rights to that 








Situation. The contractual ar- 
rangement, as clearly reflected in 
the certificate, is that preferred 
stock is non-cumulative unless 


and until dividends are declared 
in any year on common stock in 
excess Of the net earnings for| 
that year. Dividends may be de- 
clared on common stock out of 
current profits in any year in ex- 
cess of $700,000 by providing first 
for the payment of a dividend of 
$2.50 on the preferred stock from 
such earnings. 

As to the 1 







shts on recapitaliza- | 





tion, etc., the certificate is again | 
clear. In such event preferred 
stockholders are entitled to a pay- 
ment or preference to the extent | 


of only $50 per share unless and 
until dividends are declared to! 
common stockholders in excess of 
the net profits for that year. There 
having been no dividends declar- 
ed, the preferred stockholders are 
presently entitled only to $50 a 
share on recapitalization etc. This 
applies also to the redemption} 
rights. No finding is made, how- 
ever, as to the rights in the event 
the corporation should attempt to 
redeem or recapitalize etc., and 
then declare dividends on the| 
common stock in excess of net 
profits. 







| fusing to cancel same. 


ed to do so. The builder was| 
and after repeated demands for| 
the conventional loan without | 
avail, plaintiff’s attorney secured 
a loan elsewhere and asked de-| 
fendant to cancel the Financing 
Agreement of record. Defendant 
refused to do so demanding 2% | 


| of the construction loan, or $150, 


as per the,agreement. Plaintiffs’ 
attorney responded that the $150 
had been paid originally along 
with a $50 application fee but de- 
fendant nevertheless demanded 
$150 before it would cancel the 
agreement. Since the new mort- 
gagee would not close unless the 
agreement was cancelled of record, 
$150 was deducted at the closing 
and paid to defendant. 


Plaintiffs then initiated this ac- | 
tion in two counts: the first on 


| contract for breach of the com- 
|; mitment agreement and the sec- 


ond in tort for wilfully and malici- | 
ously asserted a false lien and re- 
Plaintiffs 
demanded punitive damages on 
the second count. The defendants 
offered no evidence. The trial 
judge granted defendant’s motion 
for dismissal of the second count 
and directed a verdict for plain- 
tiffs on the first count for $250. 
Plaintiffs appealed. 


Held: The second count spelled 
out an action for slander of title 
—the false assertion that plain- 
tiffs’ lands were encumbered, to 
the damage of plaintiffs. In order 
that a statement may be dispar- 
aging to another’s title, it is not 
necessary that it shall deny the 
other’s ownership. It is disparag- 
ing if it casts doubts on the ex- 
tent of the other’s ownership, as 
by the assertion of an easement 
therein or lien thereon. The as-| 
sertion of a lien or other right 
with intent to obtain a pecuniary 
benefit to which the asserter knew 


| he was not entitled is a slander 


REAL PROPERTY — TORTS — 
The false assertion of an ease- 
ment, lien or other claim cast- 
ing doubt on the extent of an- 
other’s ownership is actionable 
as a Slander of title and it is 
not necessary that it shall deny 
the other’s ownership. 

—The fact that a recorded lien 
was not wrongful when record- 
ed does not bar an action for 
slander of title based thereon 
where its continued validity was 
subsequently falsely asserted. 

ACTIONS — Where a person has 
an alternative right to sue for 
breach of contract or for a tort, 
the fact that the act constituted 
a breach of contract does not 
preclude action for and recov- 
ery of punitive damages in tort. 

PLEADING — DAMAGES — Com- 
pensatory as well as punitive 
damages may be recovered on a 
count asking for punitive dam- 
ages. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Gaulkin, J.A.D., rendered July 23, 
1958. Appellate Division. Frega v. 
Northern N.J. Mtg. For appellants 
—Thomas M. Maher. For respon- 
dents—Elias D. Haut. 

Plaintiffs decided to have a 
house built by a developer and 
needed financing. They applied to | 
defendant for a construction and} 
conventional loan. Defendant is- 
sued a commitment letter for a 
$7500 construction loan for 6 
months at 6% interest plus a 2% 
service charge, and a 20 year con- 
ventional loan of $11,500 at 54% 
with a 2% charge, the commit- 
ment to expire April 16, 1957. 
Plaintiffs then signed and ack- 
nowledged a paper called a “fin- 
ancing agreement” which provid- | 
ed that in the event plaintiffs | 
arranged for financing from some | 
other source in violation of the! 
agreement the premises would be | 
subject to a lien in favor of de- 
fendant. The amount of the lien 
was left blank. This paper was 
recorded by defendant. 

The construction loan was pro-| 
duced by defendant and the build- | 
ing was completed on Dec. 15, 1956. | 
Defendant was asked to produce} 


of title. And, the existence of 
personal ill will or a desire to 
cause loss or knowledge of the 
falsity of the disparaging matter, | 
may make the publisher liable for 
punitive damages. 

Assuming, as defendant argues, 
that the agreement was recorded 


|in good faith, this is no answer 


for after defendant had breached 
its contract and there was no- 
thing due or to fall due under 
the agreement, defendant falsely 
stated there was due $150 there- 
under for the purpose of extort- 
ing such sum knowing it had no 
right thereto. That is slander of 
title at the time of the false claim, 


Burlington County Bar 
And Medical Society 
To Meet 


The Burlington County Bar As- 
sociation and the Burlington 
County Medical Society will hold 
a joint meeting on Feb. 12, 1959. 
The speakers at this panel meet- 
ing will be Judge Lester A. Drenk 
and Dr. Perry S. MacNeal. The 
moderator will be Chester L. Rea- 
gan, Headmaster Emeritus of the 
Moorestown Friends’ School. 








though the original recording was 
not wrongful. 

Defendant argues the second 
count was properly dismissed be- 


| cause compensatory damages were 


awarded or the first count. But 


where a person has an alternative 
right to suc tor a breach of con- 
tract or f tort, the fact that 


the act cunsiituted a breach of 
contract does not preclude the 
award of punitive damages in the 
tort action. The first count was for 
damages for breach of contract 
to provide a mortgage. The recov- 
ery of the $150 allegedly extorted 
was not properly under this count 
but under the second count as 
compensatory damages. The fact 
that the count asks for punitive 
damages does not prevent the 
court from granting compensa- 
tory damages as well as punitive 
damages thereunder. The second 
count was a separate cause of ac- 
tion in tort and not a mere ad- 
dendum to the first count. 

The court should not have dis- 
missed the second count. The 
judgment is reversed to the end 
that there may be a trial on that 
count. 
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| the permanent mortgage but fail-| 
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STATE v. WHITE 
A Portent of Changes To Come? 


2 
a 


It is never an easy task for an appellate tribunal to reverse 
“popular” conviction involving a crime which has outraged the 
community’s sensibilities. The public, and too often the lay press, 
fail to perceive the necessity for affording the accused the full 
measure of the protections guaranteed him by our system of juris- 
prudence, and frequently a hue and cry follow such action by a 
Court. 

The recent case of State v. White, N.J. 158 (May 26, 1958) 
was no exception. A brutal murder of an innocent victim had been 
committed by a drug addict. The defendant had confessed the crime 
and his defense was based solely on a plea of temporary insanity 


4 


resulting from withdrawal of the drug to which he was addicted— | 


a plea which the Court found legally insufficient. Thus, the question 
of the innocence of the accused was not in issue, and the Court 
reversed solely on the ground that the trial Court’s instruction to 
the jury concerning the meaning of a “life sentence” under New 
Jersey law was incomplete. Actually, the trial Court’s instruction 
had followed precisely the language of prior New Jersey decisions, 
which the Court overruled in sending the case back for a new trial. 

Not unexpected, therefore, was the outburst of lay editorial 
opinion which condemned the Court’s action. Much of this com- 
ment took its lead from the vigorous dissenting opinion of Justice 
Wachenfeld, who expressed his opposition both to the new rule 
pronounced by the Court and to the Court’s tendency, in the Jus- 
tice’s opinion, to increase the protections afforded the individual at 
the expense of the self-protective interest of society. Whether this 
latter criticism is justified may be doubted, but to be remembered 
is Justice Wachenfeld’s dictum that “when a judicial system destroys 
public confidence, it destroys itself.” 

Wholly aside from its broader, social implications, the decision 
in the White case is of major significance in the field of criminal 
law, not only for what was specifically ruled upon but also because 
of what was alluded to and left unsaid. To begin with, defendant’s 
counsel raised the almost perennial question whether M’Naghten's 
rule should be overruled. The Court could have disposed of the issue 
with dispatch simply by reaffirming M’Naghten’s rule as the law of 
this state, had it chosen to do so. Instead, the Court explicitly avoid- 
ed this course, holding that under any insanity test now in use 
showing of actual mental disease, which was lacking in the case at 
hand, is required. Whether this manner of disposing of the issue 
portends a reexamination of M’Naghten’s rule in some future case, 
time alone will tell. Certainly, counsel will and should be encouraged 
to raise the question anew. 

Beyond that, the Court obliquely touched upon the question 
whether evidence falling short of actual proof of insanity may be 
considered by the jury in a capital case with respect to punishment. 
In the past the Court has ruled most emphatically that such evi- 
dence cannot be so considered, but that the jury’s recommendation | 
as to punishment must be based solely on evidence pertaining to 
the innocence or guilt of the accused. Justice Francis in a concur- 
ring opinion in the White case specifically and persuasively argued 
for the explicit ruling of the prior precedents. He concluded that 

= . evidence of a defendant’s mental deficiencies should 
admitted in murder cases as a factor attending the com- 

1 of the offense, for evaluation by the jury in connec- 

ts deliberations on the issue of punishment.” 
majority opinion of the Chief Justice does not rule 
it is difficult to 


te 
atc 


over 
be 
missior 
tion with 
While the 
directly on the position taken by Justice Francis, 


+h ite 


perceive what other course the Court will take in view of the state- | 
ment that 
. avery differen t question is whether drug addiction may 
nsidel «a the jury with respect to punishment. 


t should live or die does not depend upon 
os cerni ng guilt. Rather it calls for a moral 
hich mental illness or aberrations, rejected 
defense, may oenutheiaes weigh heavily.” 
did overrule a long line of precedents to hold 
S. 2A:113-4, it is improper for a trial court to 
he meaning of a “life sentence” under New 
rity reasoned that under the statute, the jury 
ital case is relegated to a consideration only of the evidence | 


n 
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ap 
determining punishment and cannot take inio account the fact | 


life sentence can be substantially reduced in practice. At the 
time, the majority set forth for the guidance of future trial 
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| Philadelphia Bar Would 
Modernize County 
Courts 


PHILADELPHIA (ACCN)—A 
|comprehensive program for both 
|immediate and long-range im- 
| provement in the overall admin- 
|istration of the seven Courts of 
|}Common Pleas in Philadelphia 

county has been submitted to the 
| 21 judges of the courts by Walter 
|E. Alessandroni, chancellor of 
| the Philadelphia Bar Assn. 
| The plan is contained in a 
|3l-page report prepared by a 
subcommittee of the bar associ- 
| ation’s committee on civil judi- 
| cial procedure, which has for 
| several years been studying ways 
|to improve the organization of 
local court business. 

Submitted to judges “for their 
|consideration,” the report is 
divided into two sections. The 
|first deals primarily with reor- 
|ganization of court administra- 
tion, the second with civil pro- 
| cedures. 
| Among other things, the report 
recommends that: 

The state constitution of 
|1874 be revised to permit con- 
solidation of the seven Common 
Pleas Courts; 

Pending Constitutional revi- 
| Sion, judges up “modern 
| unified administration” for these 
| courts; 

-Immediate steps be taken to 
improve the handling of court 
(dockets) within the pres- 
framework of the court 
structure “to promote efficiency 
and eliminate avoidable incon- 
veniences”; and 

Uniform practices be adopt- 
ed among the seven courts with 
respect to the form and contents 
of briefs and other documents 
filed. 
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3 Lawyers Ask Court To 
Help Them Get Rid Of 
$2'2 Million Gem 
NEW YORK (ACCN)—Three 


lawyers have asked the state Su- 
preme Court to help them deter- 


mine who owns a $2% million 
aquamarine. 
The three, John B. Garrity, 


Martin C. Hoffman, and John G. 
Jackson, are custodians of the 
56-pound gem, which, it was es- 
timated, would yield 97,000 us- 
able carats if cut. 

They told Justice Morris E. 
Spector that the huge stone, one 
of the largest of its kind ever 
found, had been brought here 
from Brazil in 1946 to be sold. 
The sale was stymied, they said, 
by confusion over its ownership, 
which resulted in extensive liti- 


j}gation among claimants in Bra- 


zilian Courts. 

The three lawyers asked the 
court here to help determine who 
owns the stone so that they can 
turn it over to him, or them, 
and collect the $1,390 they have 
paid to keep it in a bank safety 
deposit box. 

Even if the Brazilian Courts 
finally decide who owns the gem, 
the lawyers said, they would like 
to have the matter determined 
by a court of competent juris- 
diction in the U. S., contending 
that they would be exposed to 
“multiple liability” until the is- 


|sue was determined. 





Foundation Plans Four 


Four recently authorized re- 
search projects of the American 
Bar Foundation are in their in- 
itial planning and financing 
stages. All have been classified 
as “A” or major projects and 
President Rhyne has appointed 
special committees to supervise 
them. 

As an extension of the present 
study of the Rights of the Men- 
tally Ill, the Foundation will 
conduct limited field research to 
determine actual practices and 


procedures being followed 
throughout the country in com- 


mitting mentally ill persons to 
mental hospitals. This will per- 
mit an examination into the 
operation of the laws of the 
states, which have been com- 
paratively analyzed and tabu- 
lated in the report of the present 
project now being editorially 
revised. The chairman of the 
special committee to conduct 
the field studies is U. S. Judge 


Stephen C. Chandler of Okla- 
homa City. 
The John Marshall Papers 


project contemplates completion 
of the assembling of all avail- 
able papers of the Chief Justice 
and the preparation of plans for 
their indexing and copying. Sub- 
stantial progress in collecting 
these papers had been made by 
a Cincinnati group, before the 
Foundation agreed to undertake 
completion of the project. The 
chairman of the special commit- 
tee on the John Marshall Papers 
is Irwin S. Rhodes of Cincinnati. 
Meanwhile, the Foundation has 
been advised that Mrs. William 
Clarke Mason of Philadelphia 
is presenting a colored engrav- 





Seeks To Have Wiretaps 
Declared Illegal In 
New York 


NEW YORK (ACCN)—A mo- 
tion seeking a declaration that 
all wiretapping in New York 
state is illegal has been made 
in General Sessions Court here. 
Judge Thomas Dickens reserved 
decision. 

The motion was made by 
George J. Todaro, counsel for 
Bertram T. Grant, a boxing judge 
under indictment. It was based 
on the U. S. Supreme Court rul- 
ing that state officers —even 
though acting on the authority 
of a state cour lated fed- 
eral laws when they tapped tele- 
phones. 

Atty. Todaro said he interpret- 
ed this to mean that no one 
could lawfully tap a telephone in 
any state. His specific motion 
was for permission to inspect the 
grand jury minutes, but should 
Judge Dickens grant that mo- 
tion for the reasons set forth by 
the attorney, he would, in effect, 
agree that wiretaps in the state 
are illegal. 

Assistant District Atty. Fran- 
cis X. Clark, who opposed the 
motion, said that federal law did 
not supersede the state’s police 
power and that the wiretap evi- 
dence acquired was legal, and 
that even if the evidence used 








was illegally obtained, it still 
would be admissible in a state 
prosecution. 














judges a model 


| request for an instruction on this 
model charge contains a full summary of the circumstances 


5 


Court’ 


under which a life sentence may be altered or reduced. 


followed by a stern instruction t 
consider the question at all! 
Granted the wisdom of the 


dificult to justify the Court’s model charge. 
cluded that this is not a proper subject for the jury’s 
case, that would seem to be an end to the matter and 


capital 
jury should be so instructed 


ina 
the 


when the jury evidences its concern by 


instruction in this area, surely 


charge to be given where the jury m 


makes a specific 
question. Oddly enough, the 
This is 
o.the jury that they are not to 


holding-in-chief, it is we think 
If the Court has con- 
deliberation 


in no uncertain terms. Indeed, 
specifically requesting an 
is precisely when the trial 


that 


court should be most emphatic in turning their deliberations away 


from the point. 


Certainly, once having been fully briefed, it is not 


likely that any jury will blindly follow the trial judge’s instruction 
to forget what he has just told them. 


With this minor reservation, 


of this Supreme Court. 


we predict that the White case 


| will be viewed in future as a reflection of the wisdom and courage 


New Research Studies 





ing of John Marshall in 
memory of her late husband | 
The engraving will hang in the ? 


Cromwell Library of the Amer- 
ican Bar Center. 

The Section of Taxation pro- 
posed a research project on fed- 
eral tax procedure. The Founda- 
tion board was advised 
there has been considerable re- 
search on the substantive law 
taxation but very little on its 
procedural aspects. The project 
would be an examination of ~: 
isting mechanisms for hand! 
tax disputes, and the litigation 
policy of the government. 

The fourth new project is 2 
Survey of American Statutory 
Law, which would explore the 
feasibility of preparing a digest 
of state statutory laws compa 
able to the various available 
case law digests. There ts 
no single index to the codes and 
statutes of all the states. Barto 
H. Kuhns of Omaha, forme 
chairman of the National Con- 
ference of Commissioners on 
Uniform State Laws, is cha 
for this project. 

All four of the projects 
expected to get under way 
fore the end of this cals 
year after detailed operati 
and financing plans have 
completed. 


Traffic Institute 
Publishes Evidence 
Handbook 


The Traffic Institute of North- 
western University has 
nounced publication of The 
dence Handbook, a_ 208 
reference work for jf 
judges, prosecutors, and 
lawyers. 

Authored 
gan, general 
ward C. Fisher, associate counse. 
of the Traffic Institute, 
Evidence Handbook 
an earlier publication, 
dence Handbook for 
which was published ori 
in 1943 and went throug 
printings in the 15 years 
use. 

Franklin M. Kreml, author 
The Evidence Handbook 
Police, wrote the forev 
the new book. In it 
“This new Handbook is a 
of work of which we 
proud, retaining, as it 
essential simplicity of th 


that 
valid, 


at 
Qi 
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Gis 


by Robert 
counsel, 





SUVec.s 


The 

















scope and greater d 
make it substantially : 
ful to the law enforce 
ficer as a text and t 
prosecutors, and judge 
reference work.” 

Mr. Kreml, founder 
more than 20 years d 
the Traffic Institute 




























— 
stern Un 


Center at Northwes 
Sity. 


the Legal Division of tne 
Institute, revised n 
expanded Mr. Kremis 9 
text to bring it up * 
to cover more extens 
applications of the rues 
dence. 

There are seven 
areas in the new 
Rules of Evidence 
2) The Hearsay 
Exceptions; 3) 
Evidence, Written 
Photographs and Recor 
The Corpus ee 
Evidence; 6) Circums 
dence: and 7) Evident 


enn 











leges. Each mal in sub 

cussed under “ae 

titles. A comprehens:ve ° 
USL. 





facilitates use of the 
The Evidence Ha 
bound in hard clot h 
stamping and ma 
from the aire ; 
Noithwestern Universit): 
Hinman Avenue, Evans" 
inois, at $5.00 per COPY: 
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Review of U.S. Supreme Court's Work 


(Continued from page 1) 





con wnectic on 
record dis- 
which the 
an in 
1e rela- 


entered without any 
with Florida. The 
closes no instance in 
trustee performed any 
Florida that bear the sa 
onship to the agreem 
solicitation in tice” 
son v. Denckla, 26 LW 
Antitrust Laws 









The per se doctrine 
trust litigation received 
€ on life when the 
vote of 5-3, held tha 


ntial routing clauses requiring 
tees and lessees of a land- 
t railroad to ship over such 







ailroad all commodities pro- 
duced on the demised land if no 
other carrier offered a better 
rate constitute per se violati 


yf Section 1 of the Sh 
stice Black for t 





as of the view that Inter- 

naa Salt Co. v. U. S., 332 

392, was directly in point 

ample authority for the 

ng. Nor did Mr. Justice 

< think that International 

was limited by Times-Pic- 

ayune Publishing Co. v. U. S., 
345 U. S. 594. 

} Harlan’s 


Mr. Justice 
reled with the majority 
ment of International Salt 
making irrelevant proof of 
dominance in the tying 
t.’ In his opinion, Times- 


Pic e made it clear that 
1 proof is necessary. (North- 


em “Pa cific Ry. Co. v. U. S., 26 
LW 4173) 
Insurance Regulation 
The Court appeared to 
little difficulty with the 
struction to be given the } 
‘erguson Insurance Regu- 
Act and its effect on the 
tion of the Federal Trade 
ission. In a unanimous per 
I opinion it was held that 
the McCarran Act deprives the 


have 
-on- 
Mc Car- 





FIC of any power to control the 
advertising practices of an in- 
er » insurance company do- 





business in states that have 
ted statutes forbidding de- 
and misleading adver- 
The government got no- 
with its argument that 
al prohibition designed 
rantee certain standards 
of duct is too “inchoate” to 
2% “regulation” until that pro- 
dition has been crystallized in- 

administrative elaboration 
es tandards and applica- 
individual cases.” (FTC 
1 Casualty Co., 26 LW 




















Price Cutting 

tion that had long been 
r the lower federal 
whether Section 3 of the 
Act is an 
"was at last laid 
a ; en that it is 
Court’s 5-4 opinion 


A quest 








1at Section 3 does not 
thin the term “antitrust 
for violation of which 


of the Clayton Act au- 
S treble-damage suits and 
16 authorizes Bernat ed 
The 1940 U. S. Code’s codi- 
on of Section 3 as being 
the antitrust laws “was 
le error.” Mr. Justice 
r the majority ruled 
Robinson-Patman Act 


4 
Jia & 





ee 


fover, 





les its own sanctions; 
“what appears from 


St face of the Robinson-Pat- 








man Act finds full support in its 
legislative history.’ 

The dissenters took the view 
that “the legislative history * * * 
shows that Congress intended to 
permit private actions to be 
brought for violation of Section 
3 * * *.” Since the Department 
of Justice has never enforced 
the criminal provision of Section 
3, the majority’s holding that 
Section 3 is not available in civil 
actions amounts in effect to a 
repeal. (Nashville Milk Co. v. 
CAT RAOR. Co.; Safeway Stores, 
Inc. v. Van ce, 26 LW 4105, 4108.) 

In a sequel to Standard Oil Co. 

. FTC, 340 U. S. 231—which held 
that Section 2(b) of the Clayton 
Act, as amended by the Robin- 
son-Patman Act, afforded a 
seller a complete defense to a 
charge of price discrimination if 
its lower price was “made in 
good faith to meet a lawful and 
equally low price of a competi- 
tor’—another 5-4 majority held 
that Standard Oil’s proof that 
it had to continue its pre-Robin- 
son-Patman Act price differen- 
tial for large jobbers in order to 
meet post-Act offers from com- 
petitors established a good faith 
defense even if the initial dif- 
ferential was not prompted by 
offers from competitors. 

The dissenters took the posi- 
tion that the majority opinion 
cripples the enforcement of the 
Robinson-Patman Act in an im- 
portant area.” In the view of the 
dissenters, the Act should be 
read so as to allow Standard Oil 
to maintain its discriminatory 
price schedule for retailers only 
if it can show that the price was 
justified on the basis of costs 
or function, or that it was in 
good faith meeting the lawful 
offer of a competitor. Merely 
matching a predatory price sys- 
tem, or meeting a competitor’s 
pirating” offers with a “pirat- 
ing” system of its own is not 
enough. (FTC v. Standard Oil 
Co., 26 LW 4111) 

FTC Orders 

The Federal Trade Commis- 
sion’s administration of the 
Robinson-Patman Act was saved 
fr rom serious trouble by a hold- 
ing that the Commission’s re- 
fusal to postpone the operation 
of a cease and desist order 
against a single firm until 
lar orders could be entered 
against that firm’s competitors 
should not be overturned by a 
court in the absence of patent 
abuse of discretion. In a per 
opinion the Court said, 
‘In view of the scope of admin- 
istrative discretion that Con- 
gress has given the Federal 
Trade Commission, it is ordin- 
not for courts to modify 
ancillary features of a _ valid 
Commission order. This is but 
recognition of the fact that in 
the shaping of its remedies with- 
in the framework of regulatory 
a an agency is called 

pon to exercise its specialized, 

xpe rienced judgment. Thus, the 

ecision as to whether or not 
an order against one firm to 
cease and desist from engaging 
in illegal price discrimination 
should go into effect before 
others are similarly prohibited 
depends on a variety of factors 
peculiarly within the expert 
understanding of the Commis- 
sion.” 

In an analogous area of busi- 
ness regulation, a unanimous 
Court held that a liquor whole- 
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‘ing and threats of violence kept 
|him away from work during an 


rement that retail- | 
scarce whiskey 
take certain | 
f plentiful items vio- | 
ection 5 of the Federal | 
Alcohol Administration Act. Mr. | 
Justice Douglas wrote: “Tying | 
agreems which the sale of | 

















ALS DY 






one ¢ dity is conditioned on 
he pu »f another have been 
repeat ndemned under the 





anti-tru st law Ss 


Since they serve 
no purpose id the suppres- 
sion of *: *-* One 





Congress by the present 
W ) prohibit prac- 
‘analogous to 








se } ited by the anti- 
rust la See H. R. Rep. No.} 
1542, 74th Con Ist Sess. p. 12). } 
The tie-in sales involved here 
seem to u » run afoul of that 
policy,” Black v. Magnolia 


Liquor Co. Inc., 26 LW 4009) 
Hot Cargo Clauses 

Despite he loose talk that 
the Taft-Hartley Act outlaws 
secondary boycotts, the Supreme 
Court made it clear that Section | 
8(b) (4) (A) does no such thing. | 
Many form f secondary boy- 
cott are not p! ited. 

From thi umping off point, 
the Court went on to define the 
legality and effect of so called! 
“hot cargo visions in collec- 
tive agreements. By 
vote of 6-3 eld that such a 
clause does not insulate a union 





hare nine 
ValPalllile 















from an unfair labor practice 
charge; that secondary em- 
ployer’s voluntary observance 
of such a clause does not violate 
the Act; and that the clause it- 
self is not pein facie evidence 
of a violati even ade the second- | 
ary employer is a common car- 
rier subject to the Interstate 
Commerce Act 

Mr. Just Frankfurter for| 
the majority noted that hot 
cargo clauses have “had a check- 
ered career decisions of 
the National Labor Relations 
Board * * *”. He further noted | 
that the Board finally rejected 
the arg ent that the employer 
has by} contract voluntarily 
agreed that nployees shall 
not handle goods and 
hence there can be no “forcing 
or requ the employer. 


While recognizing the strength 
of the argum to the contrary, 
Mr. Justice furter came to 
the conclu the freedom 
of choice f ployer con- 






























templa section 8(b) (4) (A) 
is a freed choice at the 
time question to boycott or 
not arises in oncrete situation 
- ” Tr 

The dis ed that 
the majority’s d cision “is cap- 
ricious,” for they read the ma- 
jority as holding at “the boy- 
cott is lawful if the employer 
agrees to abid an collective 
bargaining agree . It is un- 


e”? 


awful if the ployer reneges. 
(United Brotherh 100 sod of Carpen- 





ters v. NLRB, 26 LW 4424) 
Federal Preemption 

Following the line taken in 
United Wor v. Laburnun 
Corp., 247 U. S. 656, 22 LW 4289, | 
the Court continued its retreat | 
from the broad federal pre-| 


emption rule of Garner v. Team- | 
sters Union, 346 U. S. 485, 22 ea 
4055. 

In three opinions, two by Mr. 
Justice Burton and one by Mr. 
Justice Frankfurter, it held: 

(1) A state court may enjoin | 
violence, intimidation, and | 
threats of violence by strikers 
and union representatives, but 
it may not enjoin peaceful pick- | 
eting of an interstate employer’s | 
premises. Here the dissents were | 
noted by the Chief Justice, Mr. 
Justice Black, and Mr. Justice 
Douglas on the ground of federal 
preemption. (Youngdahl v. Rain- 
fair, Inc., 26 LW 4031) 

(2) The Taft Act does not de- 
prive a state court of jurisdic- 
tion over an employee’s com- 
mon-law tort suit for malicious 
interference with his occupation 
by a union whose mass picket- 





economic strike. Dissents were 


|Obligated to yield. 


filed by the Chief Justice and 
Mr. Justice Douglas, again on 
the ground of federal preemp- 
tion. Mr. Justice Black did not 


sit. (United Automobile Workers 
| of America v. Russell, 26 LW 
4347) 


“t3}+-The Taft Act does not de- 
prive a state court of jurisdic- 
tion over a union member’s 
damage suit against a union for 


|loss of Wages and for mental 


suffering incident to his wrong- 
ful expulsion from the union. 
Once again the Chief Justice 
and Mr. Justice Douglas dissent- 
ed on the ground of federal pre- 
emption, with Mr. Justice Black 
not sitting. (International Assn. 
of Machinists v. Gonzales, 26 
LW 4355) 
Bargaining 

The area in which the govern- 
ment can police actual bargain- 


| ing was delimited to some extent 


by a decision holding that an 
employer’s refusal to enter into 


|a contract unless it includes a 


proposal that is not a manda- 
tory subject of bargaining con- 
stitutes an unlawful refusal to 
bargain. Mandatory subjects of 
bargaining include “wages, 
hours, and other terms and con- 
ditions of employment * * *,” 
ee the duty to bargain is limit- 
to those subjects. Within that 
an neither party is legally 
As to other 
matters, however, the Court 
held neither party is even obli- 
gated to bargain and thus each 
party is free to agree or not to 
agree. Thus the Court held that 
an employer’s proposals calling 
|for a prestrike vote of all em- 
ployees on the employer’s las 
offer and for recognition of a 
local union rather than the cer- 
tified parent international as 
exclusive bargaining agent are 
not mandatory subjects of col- 
lective bargaining, and the em- 
ployer’s adamant insistence on 
them constituted a Taft Act 
violation. (NLRB v. Borg-War- 
ner Corp., 26 LW 4271) 
The Court put a crimp in local 
efforts to interfere with union 
organization by holding that a 
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municipal prohibition against 
solicitation of members for any 
dues-collecting “organization, 
union or society” without a per- 
mit that the mayor may grant 
or deny after considering the 
organization’s “nature * * * and 
its effect upon general welfare” 
of the city’s people is unconsti- 
tutional on its face. The ordi- 
nance makes enjoyment of the 
constitutional guarantee of free- 
dom of speech contingent upon 
the will of the mayor and thus 
constitutes a prior restraint up- 


on, and abridges, that freedom. 
(Staub v. City of Baxley, 26 LW 
4079) 


Non-Communist Affidavits 

The impact of the Taft Act’s 
filing requirements (Section 9 
(b), and (h) was consid- 
erably curtailed as a result of a 
holding that these provisions do 
not prevent the National Labor 
Relations Board from conduct- 
ing an election not followed by 
certification. The filing require- 
ments of the Act are not com- 
pulsory nor are they a condition 
to a noncomplying union’s right 
to be recognized as a bargaining 
representative. (NLRB v. United 
Mine Worker, 26 LW 4129) 
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Pursuant to RS. 4:23-3 Par. (bd) 
“In all actions in which claim is 
made for damages... the initial 
j rogatories of the _ party 
against whom the claim is made 
shall be those set forth in Civil 
Procedure Forms 9A and 9B.” 
All-State Office Supply has pre- 
pared forms +435 PD Uniform 
Interrogatories (9B) and +435 PI 
Uniform Interrogatories (9A). 
These forms are printed on light 
weight rag bond ae consist of 
3 pages to tl uding the 
oath and t ] 

padded i in 5 

















AL L- ST. ATE OFFICE SUPPLY CO. 
502 High Street 
Newark 2,N. J. 
MArket 4-5577 








Evenings: 
ORange 3-7036 
ESsex 2-8464 


For the discriminating lawyer ... In totidem verbis 


JEAN WEISMAN and ADELAIDE PYKON 
Certified Shorthand Reporters 
Mitchell 3-8031 


Deposition Suite Available — No Charge 


786 BROAD STREET 
Newark 2, N. J. 




















1957 SUPPLEMENTS 


1957 SUPPLEMENTS 





NEW EDITION 


OF THE ALL-TIME CLASSIC 


WILLISTON 
ON 


CONTRACTS 


Special Pre-publication offer: 
e VOLUME I OF REVISED THIRD EDITION 
e PRESENT 9 VOLUME EDITION WITH 


e WILLISTON ON SALES, 4 VOLUMES WITH 


All In One Package Combination - 


$80.00 





224 Market Street 





The new third edition will consist of 12 
Volume 2 and subsequent volumes to be billed as 
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Unauthorized Practice Committee Promotes Study | 
Of Legal Services by Unions and Assns. 7 


At the instance of the ABA, 2. In any of the stated in-| 
committee on unauthorized prac- | stances is A violating Canon 27| 
tice research is being encouraged 
for the preparation of a law 
review article on the furnishing 
of legal services by trade asso- 
ciations, corporations, and labor 
unions to members or employees. 

Such a project is being con- 
sidered by the Law Review staff 
of the St. John’s Law School. 

Among the type of Situations 
to be explored are the following: 

i 

A, an attorney, is a director 
of a corporation. 

The corporation provides, as 
a service to its employees, a list! 
of persons in various fields to 
which they may refer including 
among others the names of X, 
a doctor, Y, a dentist, and Z, a 
retail distributor who sells at a 
discount to employees of the 


3. In any of the stated in- 
stances is A violating Canon 35 | 
of the Canons of Professional | 
Ethics relating to intermediaries | 
(exploitation or control of the 
professional services of a law-| 
yer by any lay agency, personal | 
| or corporate) ? 

4. In any of the stated in-| 
stances is A violating Canon 47 
of the Canons of Professional | 
Ethics relating to the aiding of 
unauthorized practice of the law | 
by any lay agency, corporate or | 
sole? 


to 


in 


N. Y. County Lawyers 
Ass'n Ethics Opinion 


of the Canons of Professional! which concerns itself with pro- 
Ethics relating to unauthorized | moting uniformity in state laws 
advertising, direct or indirect? | will consider a heavy calendar | 
of pending bills at its annual | handli 
meeting in Los Angeles Aug. 18]; 


Eleven uniform acts, and two| 
model 
| fields as commercial law, crim- |; 
inal law, domestic relations and |! 
| taxation—will be on the agenda | 


Commissioners on Uniform State 
Laws. 
|holds its 67th annual meeting 


ceding the 8lst annual conven- 
tion of the American Bar Asso- 
ciation. The 
the Statler Hotel. 
Commissioners 
the 


United Nations Paper 
Raps U.S. Handling of 


Uniform Laws 
Commission To Have 














Busy Calendar Juvenile Crime 
The national organization ‘No Overall Philosophy’ 
Charged 
NEW YORK (ACCN) — The 


in the U. S. 
“a welter of unsystematic and 
uncorrelated” measures “without | 
any overall philosophy,” accord- | 
ing to a United Nations report 
made public last week. 


The study, part of a world- 
wide survey, found that the “re- 
organization will|markable diversity” of delin- 
|quency prevention programs 


Los Angeles immediately pre- jreflected lack of agreement as| 


23. 


acts—embracing such 


the National Conference of | 


That 


to the causes of crime by youth. | 


One school, according to the} 
report, emphasizes emotional 
| disturbances as the basic cause. 
| Another, it added, contends that 
the lack of proper disciplinary 


sessions will be in 


from each of 


48 states, the District of 


corporation. Also included in the wa | Columbia, Alaska, Hawaii and|anq moral training and inade- 
list, under the heading “Legal QUESTION NO. 468 | Puerto Rico will be attending/quate social services underlie | 
Consultation,” is the name of A, CONFLICTING INTERESTS | this year’s Conference. James| most teenage misconduct. 

C. Dezendorf, of Portland, Ore., | | 


(CONDITIONS UNDER 
WHICH ATTORNEY, FIRST 
CONSULTED BY PASSEN- 
GER AND DRIVER OF MO- 
TOR VEHICLE, MAY REPRE- 
SENT PASSENGER AS 
PLAINTIFF). 


An attorney has been consult- 
ed by both A, the passenger, and ls 
B, the driver, of a car involved | 
in an automobile accident. Each | 
came to the attorney’s office 
and signed retainer agreements | An 
which the attorney filed with| , 
| the Appellate Division. 


B was too busy to give the at-/as 


the attorney. 

As a practice, when one of the 
employees is involved in litiga- 
tion, he retains A to serve as 
counsel. 


is 


II. 

A, an attorney, is retained as 
general counsel by a labor union. 
In the booklet which lists the 
benefits for the members of 
the union the following state- 
ment is contained: “All legal 
matters of the members of the 
union may be referred to A who 
will handle them at reduced cost 
to the members.” 

As a practice all the members| 
of the union utilize A’s services 
in connection with any legal 
matters they have. 

III. 

A, an attorney, is retained as 
general counsel to a brotherhood 
of railway workers. Because of 
the substantial retainer he re- 
ceives A has consented to handle 
the legal matters of the individ- 
ual members free of charge. 

In the booklet of benefits is- | 


by 


time of the interview, and prom- 
ised to return later. 
, months thereafter he had failed | 
tified him that he 
represents him”. 


the interests of A, the attorney | 
feels that B as well as the oper- 
ator of the other car involved | 
in the accident should be made | 
party-defendants. He _ states! 


fin 
ses 


will preside. 

All but two of the acts to be 
considered by the commissioners | 
this year were initially approved | 


me 
/now ready for submission to the 
tates for 
act 
delegates 
drafts to be 


| tended to encourage consistency 


torney full information at the | states, in cases where uniformity 
| is desirable or necessary. Model 
Several| acts are drafted when there is 
| need for an act covering a par- 
to appear, and the attorney no-| ficular subject in a substantial 
“no longer | | number of states, but where uni- 
formity 
In order to properly protect/is not essential.) 
In the 
al 
sions are: 
Uniform Acts 
Disposition of Detainers 


The 134-page report on juven- 
|ile delinquency in North Ameri- 
|ca was prepared by Dr. Paul W. 
| Tappan, professor of sociology 


the Conference president and 


|}and law at New York University, | 

|for use by the United Nations | 

|Economic and Social council. 

| Similar studies have been made 
: a : | in Asia and the Far East, Europe, 

adoption as uniform ns : , 2 

s if a majority of the state | Latin America and the Middle 


approve the revised | 24st. 
submitted at Los Growing confusion as to what} 
type of child should be handled | 
by the Juvenile Court is a strik- | 
ing characteristic of the treat- | 
ment of the situation in the U.S., 

the report said. | 


the Conference at its 1957 
eting in New York and are 


geles. 
Uniform acts are those in- | 


to statutes of the various 
“Delinquency has become ex- | 
tremely imprecise, and courts | 
have come to handle emotional- 
ly disturbed and socially malad- 
justed children with little regard 
to any standard criteria of a so- | 
|cial behavior,” it states. 
group scheduled for | 
at the Los Angeles} Closely associated with this 
confusion, Dr. Tappan found, is 
the wide use of prehearing in- 
| vestigations. This, he said, con- 


as between the states 


action 


sued by the Brotherhood the fol- that no information has been| Simplification of Security | stitutes “a wide departure from 
lowing statement is contained: piven to him which would in| Transfers | traditional concepts of due proc- | 
“Free legal service to all mem- any way be detrimental to B| Estate Tax Apportionment | eSS.” 

bers in good standing of the were the latter to be made a| Foreign Bank Loan The children’s courts are| 


Brotherhood. All matters should 
be referred to A.” 

Needless to say all the mem- 
bers of the Brotherhood take 
advantage of the service supplied 
to them. 

1. In any of the stated in- 
stances is the corporation, union ; 


party-defendant. 

Would it be ethically proper 
for the attorney to bring an ac- 
tion on behalf of A and name 
B as a party-defendant? 


ANSWER TO QUESTION NO. 468 


While B, the driver of the! 
motor vehicle, did not give the 


lic 


for 





Facsimile Signatures of Pub- | 


Amendments to Principal and | 
Income Act 
Amendments to Reciprocal En- | 


Model Acts 
Water Resources Conservation | 
Public Defender 


tending increasingly to operate 
|like administrative and social 
agencies rather than as judicial 
|tribunals, he said. ‘Irrelevant, 
pre-judicial and hearsay testi- 
mony has become the rule,” he 
charges. 


Dr. Tappan noted a growing | 


Officials 


cement of Support Act 


sonst args any la “‘ attorney full information re-| ‘The two acts to be considered | realization of the need for train- 
=ssaaetnnic th tseantastiansoal | garding the accident, he con-/}, the Commissioners for the | ed personnel. 
ferred with the attorney, and) rst time are: Uniform Priority; “The increase in professional | 





signed a retainer agreement. of 

Under the circumstances, the} 
attorney cannot, with propriety, 
name B as a party-defendant in | 
A’s action without B’s consent. 


HARRY A. TAYLOR 
and Associates 
REAL ESTATE APPRAISERS 





draw from the case. 


DEPOSITIONS - BERGEN COUNTY 


may be taken in quiet hearing room by experienced Certified 
Shorthand Reporters and Notaries. No charge, of course, for 
use of our air-conditioned hearing room. Parking nearby. 
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iand Uniform Act 
Proceedings. 
also will consider amendments 


mittee on Scope and Program to! ness, 
determine the desirability 
| feasibility 


| cides to 


|mittee to draft the act. 

Each draft is considered by 
| the Commissioners, 
|are appointed by the chief ex- 
| ecutive of their respective states, 
| twice before final approval is 
|asked of the Conference. 
-! first draft is discussed section- 


case workers, child psychiatrists, | 
'and clinical psycholgists has 
;been slow in comparison with} 
|the need for them, but as time} 
goes on, more of the courts and 


Liens on Real Property Act | 
of Paternity 
Conference 


The 


AND CONSULTANTS If A’s interest cannot be fully poet Re —— genre — training institutions are coming 
Member of American Institute of | protected without bringing suit yh m9 an stg - Poe 'to be served by trained profes-| 
Real Estate Appraisers against B, and B does not con- ‘Every proposal for a uniform|Sional personnel,” the report 
23 South Harrison Street sent to be made a party-defend-| ,. n.odel act is first referred to | Said. 
East Orange, N.J. ORange 3-8100 | ant, the attorney should with- 1. Conference's standing Com- | There is increasing aware-| 


too, of the emotional prob- | 
and|lems of juvenile delinquents, it| 


of drafting such a| added. 


ng of juvenile delinquents | 
is characterized by | 


| named Francine. 
| with Harry’s 


| beneficiary. 


{nation of a_ beneficiary 


{nor specified what 


| her status as parent by 


|and the cases construing 
| father whose child is a 


| its natural father. 


| tion. Plaintiff is entitled t 
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U.S. District Court 
e e 
Decision 
ADOPTION — PARENT AND 

CHILD — CONFLICTS — IN. 

SURANCE. 

Plaintiff, mother of Harry La 
Bove, sues to recover the proceeds 
of a group life insurance policy 
issued to Harry under the provi- 
sions of the Federal Employees’ 
Group Life Ins. Act by the Metro- 
politan Life Ins. Co. The policy 





|and act provide that the benefits 


are to be paid to the named bene- 
ficiary and if none named, then 
to the widow, child or parent, in 
that order. 

Harry died in 1957. He had been 


| married in 1943 and had a child 


He was divorc- 
ed in 1948. His wife remarried in 
1949 and in 1950 the stepfather, r 
consent, adopted 
Francine. Harry made a wi 
1950 naming his mother as 
The issue is whe 
the mother or Francine is ent 
to the proceeds, the mother con- 
tending she is entitled thereto a; 
named beneficiary by virtue of 
the will and also under the Act 
since Francine is no longer a 
“child” of Harry. 

Held: The will does not consti- 
tute a designation of the mother 
as beneficiary for two reasons: 
a general bequest of all one’s p 
erty to a named beneficiary does 
not constitute a designati 
that person as beneficiary 
an insurance policy and (2 
will here was made prior to 
issuance of the policy and he 
| cannot be interpreted as a 









rop- 


n nf 


Wnaer 


Ulue. 


the 







| under. 


Since Congress has not defined 
the meaning of the word ‘ 
law t 
govern in determining such mean- 
ing, the state law governs 

N.J.S.A. 9:3-17, et seq., enac 
in 1953, provides that thé 
of a judgment of adoption 
terminate all relationships be 
tween the child and his paren: 
except “when the adopt 
ent is a stepfather or ste 
and the adoption is cons 
with the consent of the 1 
or father respectively .. .”. 


























| quoted portion, however, app! 





only to the spouse who h 
ried the stepfather or ster 
and not to the other pa 
was designed to prevent 
married parent from losing 





ing to the adoption by hi 
new spouse. Under this 


a stepfather, loses all ri 
ies, and obligations toward su“ 
child and the child legally obtan 
a new father in toto, los! 
rights, duties and oblig 
Con 
Francine is not a legal 
Harry and hence cann 
beneficiary of the policy in 
















proceeds. 

Opinion by Madden, DJ.. 4 
July 30, 1958 in La Bove v. Met 
politan. Civil No. 962-57. 





tute. If the Conference de- 
take up the subject it 
referred to a special com- 


“A growing number of young- 
sters cannot relate to others and 
are therefore very difficult cas- | 
es to treat effectively,” the re- 
port declared. “Their conduct is | 
commonly so serious that they 
must be segregated in institu- 


who usually 
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tions, but they do not respond 





easily to treatment there.” 





The . : i 
In contrast to youth crime in| 


other countries, Dr. Tappan re-| 
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by-section and recommendations 
by the various state delegates 
are embodied in a second draft 
| which is prepared for consider- 
| ation at the next annual meeting 
lof the Conference. When finally 


ported, delinquency in the U. S.| 
thrives in communities and fam- | 
ilies where standards of living | 
are relatively high. 

“The roots of delinquency,” he | 
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|approved by the National Con-| declared, run deeply into the| 














stitutional norms, and its de- 
terioration of standards of be-| 
havior.” 


the commissioners to the 
| various states for general adop- 
| tion. 


| by 
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Novels, motion pictures, radio 
and television are today full of 
the portrayal of crime. It is 
generally to be supposed that 
the incidents treated by our 
writers involve fanciful crimes 
originating in the brain of the 

author, and very likely few 

would want to deprive the vast 
; public of its enjoyment of de- 
tective stories thus originating. 
This article is concerned with 
something different. It might 
nave been entitled ‘Popular Pre- 
entation or Re-enactment of 
Records of Actual 


Pref umua™ 


1, 
Official 
Crimes.” 
In the recent past there has 
peen an instance of at least one 
author of novels who has gone 
T to court records for crimes 
thought by him to be suitable 
for exploitation. I refer to Theo- 
Dreiser and two his 
, namely, “An American 
gedy” and “The Bulwark”. It 
t known that Dreiser ever 
freely acknowledged to the pub- 
lic where he got his themes. In 
An American Tragedy” he prac- 
transcribed page after 
e of questions and answers 
n an actual trial to expand 
s book in his usual ponderous 
ner, and there is no doubt 
these actual court happen- 
give those portions of the 
the aspect of reality. To 
ess degree he seems to have 
adapted “The Bul- 


of 


nre 



























ariy 
ALLY 





“ A. 

“An American Tragedy” has 
been in the movies twice, and 
has been on television. The first 
n picture presentation was 
ser’s lifetime. Incidentally 
cized it as not faithful to 
ok. The second motion pic- 
e presentation, “A Place in 
the Sun”, which was produced 
ar Dreiser’s death, was highly 

ed by the critics, as ex- 
ly well acted and as hand- 
a difficult subject with 
elicacy. Its actual origin was 
not commented on in the reviews 
the movie noted by this writer. 
et us turn to the source of 

book itself. In the early 
een hundreds a young man 
the name of Chester Gillette 
lered his sweetheart, Grace 
1, by drowning her from a 
at in Big Moose Lake in 

Adirondacks. Just before, 
y had stayed at Utica and at 
r Lake, where he had reg- 
i both under assumed 
s and from fictitious resi- 
fences. At that time she was 

znant by him, and had re- 

him to marry her. He 
ied, set up Grace’s suicide 
ense, was convicted, took 

, and after an elabo- 
by his counsel 























































Dreiser published “An 

Tragedy”. Dreiser 
the name of Chester 
to Clyde Griffiths, 
George Eastman and 
2yed by Montgomery Clift in 
= Place in the Sun”. Grace 
“Wn became Roberta Alden in 
‘< novel, and Alice Trippe in 





d 
d 











Ny Winters. Chester Gil- 
cou cond girl friend, a young 
of wealth, was called by 

(5, we Sondra (or X in his 
‘ scene), and was named 








Vickers and played by 
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POPULAR PORTRAYAL OF ACTUAL CRIMES 


| crusoe was taken from the facts 
regarding the Scotsman Alex- 
| Elizabeth Taylor in the movie. ander Selkirk, an actual casta- 
It has been generally known} way on Juan Fernandez Island. 
for a long time that Dreiser in| Selkirk’s old captain published 
his novel had made use of the/an account of his own change of 
Chester Gillette case. H. L. Men-/heart and of his subsequent 
cken so stated in his introduc-| picking up of Selkirk, before 
tion to “An American Tragedy”.| Defoe wrote his great book. 
In his biography of Dreiser, Rob-| rchibald Marshall, in writing 
ert H. Elias makes the same|«The Claimants” referred to 
statement. Mr. Elias says that|apove, no doubt was familiar 
there was another earlier actual| with the trial of the impostor 
case which Dreiser may have who tried to palm himself off 
used, but that the principal|gs the missing heir. Marshall 
source was the Chester Gillette | evidently believed that the pub- 
case. George Mayberry in his) }ic were entitled to be free from 
introduction to a condensed! any deception on his part, and 
edition of “An American Trag-'to be placed at once in posses- 
edy” remarks that the novel was) sion of knowledge of his sources. 
based on an actual criminal He freely broadcast same at or 
case. before the publication of his 
The points we would make; novel. 
here are two-fold. The first is} Before turning to other in- 
that, while from Shakespeare) teresting considerations, let us 
down writers have made use Of| pause for a moment to empha- 
actual crimes, Dreiser appears’ size Dreiser’s ready access to the 


to be the first to copy whole-| facts at issue in the Chester Gil-| 


sale from actual modern court) Jette case. The death of Grace 
records verbatim and to seek tO! Brown under suspicious circum- 
give the impression that the| stances. the arrest of Gillette 
result is the product of his own | anq his trial in Herkimer Coun- 
brain (discussed under 1, 2 & 3 ty, New York, aroused a tremen- 
below). Our second main point} gous amount of popular interest 
(topic 4 below) is that any such | over the country for consider- 
course by a novelist, supple-|aple periods. The newspapers 
mented as it is bound to be by| were full of it. There was ex- 
popular broadcast as entertain-|treme popular interest again 
ment for children as well aS when the appeal was argued and 
adults, leads to a distinctly un-| once more when on February 
wholesome result. As a corollary, | 18, 1908 Judge Frank H. Hiscock 
television of actual court trials| (now deceased) of the New 
of crimes, only one more step| york Court of Appeals handed 
from Dreiser, should remain for-| down the unanimous opinion 
bidden. of that Court affirming Gillette’s 
1. conviction. 

As above indicated, we have The reader, af 
discovered no evidence that/ would do to examine the 
Dreiser himself at the time of! whole opinion of Judge Hiscock | 





Well 


publication acknowledged his/ officially reported under the| 
sources. On the other hand,/name of People v. Gillette in 
Archibald Marshall in 1934 in|191 New York Reports 107, 83| 
“The Claimants” openly re-|Northeastern Reporter 680, if| 
adapted the famous Tichborne;for no other reason, for the 
case involving a missing heir.| pathetic story that it sets forth, 
In “The Girl in the Red Velvet!for the restraint and lack of 
Swing”, a part of the life of| vindictiveness with which the 
Evelyn Nesbitt in connection; Court handles Gillette, and for 
with the Thaw case was pro-jits persuasive reasoning. The 


trayed. “Inherit the Wind” was!opinion not only has literary 
based on the Scopes trial. “‘Com-/ distinction, but in itself with- 
pulsion” is concerned with the out more makes a touching story 


Lieb, Leopold murder. Our point;to anyone who reads it. | 
is that in all of these instances However, neither the opinion 
the basis or borrowing was freely|nor the newspaper accounts 
acknowledged, or if that was not comprised all of the sources| 


done the similarity with earlier available to Dreiser. There was| 
writings was so marked and SO the testimony of the witnesses| 
well understood as to need no at the trial printed in the record | 
comment. In Shakespeare’s time on appeal, and there were print- | 
the plots and plays and various eq briefs of counsel for Gillette | 
old chronicles stood ready at! and for “the people” respectively, | 
hand to all who wished to help) which were filed with the Court | 
themselves. The chain of deri- and acknowledged by Judge 
hice was so plain, however, SO| Hiscock to have been able and 
well known to all literary con-| thorough. These records are 
temporaries, that the source was | readily accessible to any inquirer. 
tacitly acknowledged. It seems unnecessary to review 

In the case of Dreiser it seems | here any of the language of “An 
to the writer that, lacking great} American Tragedy”. The story 
creative power, he was plagued) is well known, and perhaps even 
by that fact, perhaps subcon-|the casual reader of this article 
sciously, and was not averse tO! who has not read the book would 
allowing an impression to arise|be able to recognize the story! 
that he was a creative genius. told by Judge Hiscock as identi- | 

Suppose some critic at or/cal with “A Place in the Sun”,| 
about the time of the publica-|or with the pi broadcast on 
tion of “An American Tragedy” | television, both of the latter be-| 
in 1925 pointed out its similarity|ing based directly on Dreiser’s| 
to the Chester Gillette case.|intervening novel. The writer 
Dreiser could count on the fact| understands that even the vic-| 
that hundreds of people never|tim’s scream as heard by actual | 
read comments of critics or in-|campers on Big Moose Lake and | 
troductions to novels. What they|as referred to twice by Judge 
want is the novel itself. Thus|Hiscock was carried into at 
even if Dreiser himself at that|least one of the movies in ques- 
time did give some hint of his|tion. Both in “A Place in the 
source (of which 
after a limited search remains|a representation of the rowboat | 
unaware), Dreiser certainly did|from which Grace Brown 
not emphasize his use of the Gil-| (Dreiser’s Roberta Alden) lost 
lette case. He permitted the im-|her life was placed before the | 
pression to spread that his book| jury in the court scene. | 
was entirely original with him. | Incidentally, the word “trag- | 

All novelists, of course, have|edy” was used repeatedly 
borrowed from real life. Scott | throughout Judge Hiscock’s opin- | 
borrowed from actual historical) on, and was used by Dreiser in 
instances, and his borrowing was _|his title. 
freely acknowledged. Did Defoe| Dreiser’s timing seems to the | 
borrow Moll Flanders from an|writer to show a kind of cool | 
earlier record, perhaps a court) calculation on his part. When | 
record? It is possible that a| the story of the murder swept) 
literary detective, like Leslie| the country, he doubtless put) 
Hotson, will some day find the/a note of same in a barrel of | 
answer. We know that Robinson | suggestions filed away for future ' 





ietire 


use, aS is said to be done by 
some preachers. It would not do 
to use the story of Chester Gil- 
lette and Grace Brown too soon. 
Too many people would identify 
it, and his intention to palm 
off as his own something that 
he td not create would be frust- 
|rated. Thus he waited almost 
| twenty years after Gillette had 
|paid the penalty for his crime 
|by death.*Some of Dreiser’s de- 
| fenders may point out that dur- 
jing part of these intervening 
years his time had been taken 
| up by his magazine work. Never- 
| theless, the long postponement 
| appears to be that of a calculat- 
|ing man. 

| Dreiser, like all of us, was not 
averse to the financial returns 
|that his work would bring. To 
fulfill these ends he appears to 
|have relied chiefly on what he 
|considered a proper proportion- 
ing of the elements of sex and 
tragedy. 

If we were to choose between 
two motives as actuating Dreiser 
in his novels, namely, the bring- 
ing in of cash or some lofty 
notion or ideal of benefiting 
mankind by his realism, and by 
|cutting through the Victorian 





| restraints and shams, it would 


seem that a man capable of 
palming off a court record as 


;the child of his own creative 


power would be more likely to 
be influenced by the former mo- 


| tive of these two than by the 
latter. 


Dreiser has valiant defenders. 


| H. G. Wells described “An Amer- 
jican Tragedy” as “one of the 
|great novels of this century”. 
interested, | 


The late Professor F. O. Mat- 
thiessen of Harvard, while em- 
phasizing ODreiser’s stupidity, 
nevertheless was impressed by 
the “deep emotion” evoked by 
Dreiser’s style, and evidently 
believed that “An American 
Tragedy” was a fine piece of 
work. 

Mr. Elias analyzes  Dreiser’s 
purpose in putting the Gillette 
case into a novel, and he seems 
to indicate that Dreiser thought 
that society would owe this 
young man an apology for the 
difficulties that he experienced. 
If an inference is to be drawn 
that society is responsible in 
some way for such a man as 
Gillette, we can feel sympathy 
for him; but is this poor weak 
young man to be treated as a 
semi-hero, because he has to pay 
the penalty for his crime? If 
society’s only solution is to es- 
tablish free love, so that it would 
be possible for a Gillette to be 
off with the old love and on 
with the new at any time, we 
would answer that the Russians 
tried this, and have recently 
found it better to go back to the 
old tried principle of marriage. 
The Communist leaders con- 
cluded that morality in general, 
even that established under the 
narrow Victorian standards, has 
proved to be best for society 
after all. 

Another instance of Dreiser’s 


(Continued on ‘page 8, col. 1) 
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exchange of information regard- 
ing the administration of crim- 
inal justice. 

—To protect individual rights 
and to promote the improvement 
and remolding of criminal law 
and practice. 

Other officers of the associa- 
tion are Samuel Dash, Philadel- 
phia, vice-president; Gregory S. 
Stout, San Francisco, secretary, 
and Claude R. Sowle, assistant 
professor of law at Northwestern, 
executive secretary. 

Members of the board of di- 
rectors, in addition to the offi- 
cers, are John W. Condon Jr., 
Buffalo; E. Patrick Hartt, Toron- 
to, Canada; Jack L. Goodsitt, 
Milwaukee; Bernard J. Gilday, 
Jr., Cincinnati; Luther E. Jones 
Jr., Corpus Christi; Melvin S. 
Louison, Taunton, Mass., and 
Robert B. Oxtoby, Springfield, 
Ill. 

The association will hold two 
out of every three national 
meetings in Chicago, Bellows 
said. Regular membership will 
be limited to those lawyers 
actively engaged in the defense 
of criminal cases. Provisional 
membership will be available to 
advanced law students and law- 
yers interested in going into the 
criminal law field. 

The organization selected the 
Journal of Criminal Law, Crim- 
inology, and Police Science, pub- 
lished by the Northwestern law 
school, as its official publication. 

Bellows explained, “The asso- 
ciation has been organized to 
improve the administration of 
criminal justice in our court. 
It intends also to secure improve- 
ment in our penology system 
and our methods of rehabilita- 
tion of offenders. It will provide 
an opportunity for defense law- 
yers to learn new Skills in the 
trial of criminal cases.” 

Dash, vice-president, said he 
felt the association “will reas- 
sure the people in our country 
that this vital practice in our 
criminal courts is not being 
abandoned or left to the incom- 
petent. It is hoped that the as- 
sociation will help defense law- 
yers maintain the highest stand- 
ards of the bar and keep 
themselves trained to handle the 
difficult questions that arise in 
criminal cases.” 
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selection from real life of 
suitable mixture 
tragedy, not taken so far as 
known from any court record, 
will be found in “Sister Carrie”. 
This young woman thought only 
of having a good time and of 
avoiding doing any work if pos- 
Sible. That was true at least of 
her early life in the book until 
such time as Dreiser saw fit to 
reward and crown her early 
pleasure-loving existence with a 
brilliant career as leading lady 
on the stage, on which note the 
account of his heroine ends. The 
element of tragedy was not 
wanting, and is to be found in 
the sad decline and end of 
Hurstwood, the second of the 
men in the story with whom 
Carrie lived. 

Carrie appears to have been 
copied in part from the mistress 
of Paul Dreiser, the novelist’s 
brother and composer of the 
“Banks of the Wabash”. Maxwell 
Geismar in his introduction to 
“Sister Carrie” suggests that the 
happiest period of the Dreiser 
household was due to the gen- 
erosity of this mistress, and 
called her “the reigning courte- 
san of the area”. Others have 
said that “Sister Carrie” por- 
trays one of Dreiser’s sisters. 

2: 

The writing of “An American 
Tragedy” was not the only in- 
stance where Dreiser took cer- 
tain of his facts from an actual 
court case. 

Early in the present century 
Jennie Bosscheiter, a Paterson, 
New Jersey, mill girl, while drug- 
ged and unconscious, was raped 
by four men and died before re- 
gaining consciousness. One of 
the four, after boasting to the 
others of his skill, had rendered 
the girl unconscious by intro- 
ducing a sleeping compound in 
a drink which he tendered to her 
in a tavern. She was then placed 
in a cab, accompanied by the 
four, and driven to the outskirts 
of town. Another of the four 
later turned state’s evidence, 
and there was also full testi- 
mony by the ecabdriver, who had 
been invited to participate but 
declined. 

The case was a notorious one, 
and the public hung upon the 
published accounts of the trial. 
The charge was murder. Feeling 
ran high. The four were con- 
victed. Thereafter printed books 
of the testimony, in paper covers, 
copied from the transcript, were 
wide-spread in lawyers’ offices 
throughout the state and else- 
where. A minor phase, the ques- 
tion of severance of trials as 
against the various defendants, 
is reported in State v. Kerr, 24 
New Jersey Law Journal, page 
435. 

The reader of this article may 
already have recognized the 
essential facts of the Bosscheiter 
case in what is no doubt the 
crisis of Dreiser’s posthumous 
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of sex and'| 


of Actual Crimes ; 


| novel “The Bulwark”. 


| appropriated sieeping pills from 
| a supply used by his mother and 
|administered them to a girl in 
'a beverage. She like the actual 
Jennie Bosscheiter never re- 
covered consciousness. 

Dreiser thus near the end of 
his life apparently pulled an- 
other of his ready-made plots of 
sex and tragedy from the barrel 
of actual court cases in which he 
had for forty years been deposit- a 
ing his collection. Perhaps some- 
one else better acquainted with 
Dreiser’s writings will be able to 
point to other instances of this 
same practice. 

3. 

An interesting question at 
once occurs to a lawyer: Is there 
plagiarism present if a novelist 
copies from the legal records of 
a court of law, without making 
acknowledgment of his sources? 

Plagiarism has been defined as 
“the act of appropriating the 
literary compositions of another 
* * * and passing them off as 
the product of one’s own mind”. 
It is not contended here that 
Dreiser committed an offense 
that was punishable legally. The 
Judge’s opinion in the Gillette 
case, the briefs of counsel and 
other papers in the file were all 
accessible to the public, and no 
doubt in the “public domain”. 
However, there is authority to 
the effect that plagiarism does 
not necessarily involve the vio- 
lation of legal rights. Plagiarism 
appears to be rather a broad 
term, and to import unethical 
conduct in some measure. If 
Dreiser copied from the writings 
of others without acknowledg- 
ment, he would seem to have 
appropriated their work, and to 


have put it forth as his own 
creation. 
It is the writer’s view that the 


reading public should be deemed 
to have the right to be informed 
when a novel has been fashioned 
from actual legal proceedings. 
In the instant cases under dis- 
cussion did not Dreiser fail in 
proper ethical regard for the 
public? Was not this “elephan- 
tine’, plodding writer lacking in 
the finer sensibilities that one 
would expect to find in a so- 
called leading American novel- 
ist? It is true that no one to 
date appears to have charged 
Dreiser with plagiarism; but 
then the extent is probably not 
realized to which Dreiser went 


in copying the actual court 
record. 

4. 
We now come to our second 


main point outlined at the com- 
mencement of this article. From 
basing a novel or a movie or a 
television program on an actual 
court trial of crime, it is only 
one further step to televising for 
for the public actual court trials, 
as they are in progress, of all 
sorts of sex murders and other 
crimes. 

The issue of Life Magazine for 
July 26, 1954 on page 100 had an 
interesting article in reference 
to Joseph N. Welch, who repre- 
sented the Army in the Mc- 
Carthy hearing. It is stated that 
one of Mr. Welch’s law partners 
had asked him “will the day 
ever come when the ordinary 








15 WASHINGTON ST. 








The American Insurance Company 
A New sh kl 


FIDUCIARY & COURT BONDS 
— Newark Branch Office — 


HUmboidt 4-2300 











BUSINESS and 
MORTGAGE 





Forwarders Recognized 


LOANS 


Ist and 2nd MORTGAGES - RESIDENTIAL - INDUSTRIAL & COMMERCIAL 
ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE - NON-NOTIFICATION 


MORGAN CO. 


60 PARK PLACE 
NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-0534 


There, it'' 
| will be recalled, a young man 


By Harold Kamens 


Rev. Rul. 58-245: INVOLUN- 
TARY CONVERSIONS: The tax- 
payer owned and operated un- 
improved property as a parking 
lot. During the taxable year, the 
property was condemned by the 
city in order to make way for 
the construction of a highway. 
The taxpayer, unable to procure 


a vacant lot in the vicinity, 
expended the condemnation 
ward received on the purchase 
ne property improved with a 
building, and immediately de- 
molished such building, thus 
making the property suitable 


for use as a parking lot. Held, 
in view of the demolition of the 
building immediately upon 
purchase of the property the 
acquired property constitutes 
replacement property for the 
purposes of section 1033 of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1954, 
inasmuch as such property is 
suitable for the use for which 
the converted property was em- 
ployed The test to be applied, 
in determining whether there is 
a replacement, is the character 





of the service or use of the 
property. 

law suit is televised right from 
the court room?” Mr. Welch 
replied: “It is my firm conviction 
that we should never televise a 
trial (in the ordinary law suit), 


and perhaps should never tele- 
vise a congressional hearing 
either, until we are as complete- 
ly adjusted to television as to 
our newspapers, until such time 
as no judge, no juror and no 
witness is appalled, dismayed 
or frightened by the camera, any 
more than by a reporter’s note- 
book.” 

Judge Harold Medina, who 
conducted the trial against the 
Communists, had a similar view, 
and this appears to be the opin- 
ion of other best minds of the 
= Bar. 

Aside from Mr. Welch’s un- 
doubt tedly sound statement, the 
writer of the present article is 
here viewing the suggested 
broadcasting from an entirely 
different aspect. Trials for sex 
crimes, kidnaping and murders 
would doubtless most appeal to 
the public, and for that reason 
the most lurid would be selected 
for broadcast. The broadcasting 
of trials such as in the Hall-Mills 
case and the Bruno Hauptmann 
case, or even the intermediate 
publication in novel form of the 
facts disclosed at these trials, 
employed as the basis for sub- 
sequent motion pictures or tele- 
vision broadcasting, could com- 
bine to serve as an effective 
school for juveniles and others 
to become delinquents, and to 
repeat as closely as possible the 
crimes portrayed. 

At the beginning of this arti- 
cle reference was made to the 
wide enjoyment of detective) 
stories, and there are of course 
many portrayals of purely fanci- 
ful stories involving crime. How 
much more instructive to the} 
young it would be to teach them | 
on television just how an actual | 
crime was committed. A bright | 
boy ought then surely to be able | 
to go and do likewise. | 

As a next step the promoters, | | 
from feigned compunction and_| 
ostensibly to cure the evil they | 
have done, may very likely seek | 
to portray the wages of sin, and} 
thus go further than they have 
done hitherto, and show on tele- 
vision the actual electrocution of | 
the criminal, as it takes place. 

To return to the movies for 
a moment, J. Edgar Hoover, in| 
a recent letter to Eric Johnston, | 
the present motion picture Czar, | 
declared that he was “deeply | 
concerned by an apparent trend” | 
in movies that “traverse the 
bounds of common decency and 
result in the glorification of the 
gangster and his elevation as a 
false idol for American youth.” 
Hoover particularly criticized a 
film called “Baby Face Nelson”. 





Federal Tax Notes 





|incorporation, its entity will not 


O'Neill, 


Announcements 


Thomas J. Muccifori is now 
associated with Ewart & Lomell 
in the general practice of law at 
250 Washington Street, Toms 
River. 


CUSTOMER ENTERTAIN- 
MENT: An auto dealer main- 
tained a 42-foot cabin cruiser 
which he used partly for enter- 
taining customers and partly for 
personal recreation. 

Held: A deduction of about 
one-third of the claimed ex- 
penses incurred in operating 
and insuring the boat is allowed. 
Kilborn, 29 TC No. 14. 

HUSBAND’S PARTNERSHIP 
INCOME: Taxpayer and her hus- 
band, residents of California 
and members of the marital 


oe 
= «= 


Milton H. Gelzer is now asso- 
ciated with Harry A. Duckworth 
in the practice of law at 239 
Main St., Toms River. 





Held: The exchange was tax- 
free under Section 112(b)(5) of 
the 1939 Code; the corporation 
retained the partnership’s ba 








community, entered into a prop- ee ae. eee, Oe 
ots settlement agreement aaa “indebtedness”. was really a 
seats = proprietary interest in the na- 


which taxpayer waived all her 
rights to her husband’s interest 
in a partnership except to the 
extent of $117,500, his capital 
account as of 2/28/51. When the 
Commissioner later determined 


ture of stock, as the ratio of debt 
to capital was 11 to 1 and the 
notes were held in the same 
proportion as the stock. “Tn. 
terest” payments on the no 
being in substance divid 
payments, are nondeduct 
Gunn, Cert. den. 10/14/57 
DIVIDEND: Taxpayer was a 
stockholder in _@ corpora 





tes 


tional ‘profit for the year ended 
2/28/51, he sought to tax tax- 
payer upon one-half of her hus- 











band’s additional income not- hi sae ; 
withstanding the settlement Which entere 
arreement dation with two other corpora- 
5 — “ +3 ae ae , , Ser 
tions. Taxpayer received stoc 
Held: Although taxpayer ef- ie ack 


of the consolidated company in 
a tax-free exchange for his 
Stock. The agreement of 
solidation provided that taxpay 
er’s corporation was to contrib- 
ute $2,400,000 of assets and that 
if it should be determined that 
the actual assets were mo 
less than this amount, the s 
holders of that  corpor 
would receive or contribut 
difference, as the case may be 
Nearly three years later it was 
determined that the corpora 
had contributed $120,000 excess 
assets, and cash of this amount 
was distributed to its 
stockholders. 

Held: This distribution is 4 


fectivly made her husband the 
transferee of income which un- 
der the community property 
laws belonged to her, she was 
liable and could not shift the 
tax. Hubner, 28 TC No. 134. 
LOSSES: Taxpayer’s house was 
broken into on several occasions, 
resulting in indeterminate dam- 
ages. On one occasion a bar- 
ometer costing $125 was stolen. 
Forest fires also damaged a 
stand of pine timber. Taxpayer 
claimed a total loss of $1,000. 
Held: Only the $125 for the 
loss of the barometer is allowed. 
The balance is disallowed for 
failure to prove the value of the 















property before and after the dividend to taxpayer; it was 3 9 
fires and break-ins. Little, TCM qistribution from earni I Ch 
1957-204. is immaterial that it Der 





formally declared as such. Davis 
DC Tenn., 9/19/57. 
SALARY PAYMENT: 
1942 to 1945, taxpayer 
notes from his CORpORE 
ployer in settlement of hi 
and repor ted their full face 
ue as taxable income 
several of the notes ‘ 
changed for preferred stock 
improve the corporation's crea: srt 
position. ris, 
28 Held: Redemption of the prt- Klosk 
ferred stock was not a ie 
dividend; it was merel 
pletion of the initial t 
of repaying the notes ¢ 
ing a cash salary 
which the notes had 
been issued. J 
26 TC No. 1209, acq. IRB | 195 


HURRICANE LOSS: As a re- 
sult of a tropical hurricane, or- 
namental trees and shrubs hav- 
ing a fair market value of $2,000 
were destroyed on taxpayer’s 
Palm Beach estate. 

Held: Since no evidence was 
offered of the difference in 
value of the estate before and 
after the casualty, a loss of only 
$400 was allowed as the cost in- 
curred in the removal of the de- 
bris. Western Products Co., 
TC No. 143. 

CORPORATE EQUITY: Tax- 
payer claimed that a corpora- 
tion which he organized to con- 
duct timber milling operations 
was never really a corporate 
entity for tax purposes since it 
failed to comply with all state 
requirements. Accordingly, tax- 
payer argued that his ‘“‘advances” 
to the “corporation” were in 
reality to his own business ven- 
ture so that subsequent losses 
were recognizable to him in- 
dividually. 

Held: Taxpayer is incorrect.’ 
If a corporation engages in busi- 
ness activity subsequent to its 










































be disregarded for tax purposes. 
TCM 1957-183. 

INCORPORATION OF PART- 
NERSHIP: In a series of trans- 
actions, the individual partners 
of a limited partnership trans- 
ferred their interests to a newly- 
formed corporation. Thereafter, 
each had the same interest in 
the corporation as he had had 
|in the partnership. In form they 
received corporate notes total- 
ing some $530,000 and subscribed 
| for all the $50,000 stock. 
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Large N. J. Delegation 
Attends NACCA 
Convention 


A large delegation from New 
Jersey attended the national con- 
vention of NACCA, The National 
Association of Claimant’s Com- 
pensation Attorneys, in Miami 
Beach, Florida, which was held 
August 10th to the 18th. 


One of the highlights of the 
convention was an address by 
harles Rhyne, President of the 
American Bar Association, who 
referred to NACCA, as the out- 
standing bar agence of trial 
attorneys in the country today. 
He electrified the convention with 
1is comments on his recent visit 
to Russia where he deplor 
lack of jury trials and stat 
he preservation of the ji 
tem in this country was a 
tial bulwark of democracy. 


The Honorable Walter Hart, 
Justice of the New York < Supreme 
Court discussed the importance 
of the adversary system of liti- 
gation, particularly singling out 

r criticism the “so-c 
expert panel.” 




















Among some of the outstanding 
attorneys who addressed the 
vention were Perry hols of 
1i Beach, Florida, Melvin Belli 
of San Francisco, California, Tru- 
1 Rucker of Missouri and Har- 
Gair of New York. 
ed S. Julien of New York 
elected National President. 
CL. Balk of Newark was 
vice-president to repre- 
e State of New Pate and 
erbert E. Greenstone ewark, 
a member of the National Board 
ernors, was designated 
irman of the Public Relations 
Committee. Noah Lichtenberg 
of West New York was el 
an of the Workmen’s C 
ion Section. 
ong the delegates attending 
the New Jersey — 
he following: H. 
Atlantic City; Th 5 
Con , dr., George F. “Ku : 
and Da niel F. Taggart of Cam- 
n stanley W. Greenfield, of 
zabeth; Nathan Baker of Hobo- 
Toul Steisel and John Wolf 
of ’ City; Jacob Balk, Her- 
2rt E. Greenstone, Henry Har- 
Ts, Louis C. Jacobson, Herbert 
Klosk, Jack Lerner, Maurice Ros- 
in and Mortimer Wald of 
rk; Vincent Mangino of Or- 
Archibald Kreiger, Sam 
us and Jerome Yesko of Pat- 
; George Pelletieri and Ruth 
] Trenton; and Noah 
g of West New Yo 
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LEGAL NOTICE 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
_DVEPARTMENT OF STATE 
ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

,f0 whom these presents may came, 
















It appears to my satisfact 
ticated record of the 
luntary dissolutic he f 
consent of all the stock- 
y office that 

ACRES, IN¢ 

State, whose princiy 
1000 St . 














' MAU) 
n charge th 
5 served 1a 
uirements of Title 14 
of Revised Statutes 
preliminary to the issuing 
ate of Dissolution. 
ate of « HEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
no tat 2 State of New Jersey, Do Her 
that the said corporation did nt 
q August, 1958 ile in rf 
ecuted and attested consent 
the dissolution of said cor- 
executed by all the stockholders 
Said consent and the record 
- Zs aforesaid are now on file 
id office ‘eas provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
ave hereto set my hand and af- 
official seal, at Trenton 
‘nth day of August 
and nine hundred 


itr-eight, 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 























— 











_ Jeeretary of State. 
nia <a, Dept. 4 $21.60 
Dated: A t 14, 1958 


. OF 


MATHILDA KRUMEICH, 








UT on” ihe order of ADRIAN M&M. 
: fas Surrogate of the County of 
"y¥ made, on the appliea 
Tigned, Executor of said dece pased, 
. ea 4 Ziven to the eredi tors of 
+ ~ 9% exhibit to the subscriber 
2 oF affirmati ion, their cl tai ims and 
tix le the estate of said deceased, 
2 from this date, or th 
. _ barred from prosecuting or 
Rowa ame against the subserib 















RD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
LYNCH & MALONEY, 


Peet 





LEGAL NOTICES 


NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, AUGUST 21, 1958 





Page Nine 














LEGAL NOTICES 





Dated: August 14, 1958 

ESTATE OF CARMEL r VILLANI, deceased. 
Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of | 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Executrices of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of | 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers | 


under oath or affirmation, their claims and| M: 


demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they / 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or | 
recovering the same against the subscribers. 
MARIA C. WESTENBURGER 





t 





y FORBERGER 
Attorney 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come 


Greeting: 14 


Ww HEREAS, It appears to my eatisfaction, 
by duly aut henticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

DAVID HOLDINGS, INC 
\ rporatio yn of this State, whose principal 
No. 14¢ State Street, 











1¢@ ‘ en re ana in chartge r ay 
upon whum process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New a preliminary to the issuing 
yf this Cer ate of Dissolution. 
NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
plea of the St ate of New Jersey, Do Heret 
Cente) that the yp ¢ rporation did, on the 
F 95 in my 
office - duly g Mar: and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
















which said consent and the record 
‘proc eedings aforesaid are now on file 
y said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed J official seal, at Trenton, 
s day of August, A.D., 
(Seal) one "el nine hundred and 
fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 


Aug. 21, 28, Sept. 4 $21.60 











STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting 
_WHE REAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
duly authe i record of the proceed- 
r the ntary dissolution thereof 
nanimous consent of all the stock- 
t office that 
















whose princi 
Market 





1 charge thereof 
may be served), has 
quirements of Title 14, 
Revised Statutes 
to the issuing 
ution 

the Secretary of 


“4 


NOW, THEREF! 





State of the State » Hereby 
ertify that the on the 
exe 1 an consent 
» the dissolution of said cor- 





xecuted by a the stockholders 
; 1ich said consent and the record 
» proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
said office provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my offic! ial seal, at Trenton 
th Fiftes ¢ 





as prov 





(Seal) one th coed nine bundred and 


EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 


£. el < se $ sel 
} 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF § : 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presents may come 

Greeting 
WHERE AS, he a 





pears to my satisfacti 
d record of the proceed- 
tary dissolution thereof 
eousent of all the stock- 
in my office that 

, IN‘ 













and in « 
e may be «& 
pil requi rements 
rporations, General of Revised Statutes 
liminary to the issuing 
thi a f Dissolution 
NOW, ‘THERE SFORE, I, the Secretary of 
f the State of New Jersey 
the said c ] di we on the 
ay ft A i T 
y execut nd aticated® conse ont 
to the dissolution of said cor- 
executed by all the stockholders 
ereof, which said consent and the record 
e proceedi — a are now on file 
said office as prov 1 by law 
IN TE STIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
} > rp eo 


























1 August dD. 
Seal) h - and 
ig 
EDW ARD J. PATTEN,. 
Secretary of St tate 
Aug. 21, 28, Se 4 £21.60 





by duly authenticated record of the proceed 


by the unanimous consent of all the stock 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To all to whom these presents may come 


Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
lders, in my office that 

HOLDING COMPANY 
State, whose pr 
1025 West St 





ST. 






t Ne 









served), has complied with the re- 
rements of Title 14, Corporations, General, 


be 





q 
f Revised Statutes of New Jersey, prelimin- | ————_ 
ary to — issuing of this Certificate of 


Diss 


NOW, THEREFORE, 
tate of the State of Ne 
that the s 
lay 19: ] J 
duly execu ested consent 
iting to the dis ion of cor- 
executed by all the stockholders 
“which said consent and the record 
edings aforesaid are now on file 
id « "e as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed ficial seal. at Trenton 
+h day of August 


the Secretary of 
y, Do Hereby 
n did, on the 

Ain 44 = 





























Se i nine hundred 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

L.J Aug. 21, 28, Sept. 4 $21.60 


























STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

DEPARTMENT OF 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

To*all to whom these presents may come, 


Greeting 


WHE REAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
b}-the_unanimous consent of all 
holders, deposited in my office that 

HALSEY 1c 
a corporation of this State, 
office is situated at No. 


in the City 
State of 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process s 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, G of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, i 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 


Thirteenth 


office a duly 


in writing 


poration, executed by 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 


IN 


have hereto 
fixed my 
this Thirteenth day 
(Seal) one i 
fifty-eight. 
EDWARD 
riage ge 7 of 


L.J.—Aug. 


“executed and attested consent 


eet my hand and af- 
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executed by all the stockholders | /..J. 





presents may come, 


appear 8 to my satisfaction, 















“and in caer theoned, 





ay 
lire — of Title 14, 




















ual Stat a6 of the PA- 
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INSURANCE COMPANY OF 





STATE OF N 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF 
To all to whom these presents may come, 


Greeting: 


WHEREAS, 


office is 
in the ¢ 
State of 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom 
complied with 
Corporations, 
of New Jersey, 
of this Certificate 
NOW, THEREFORE, 
State of New Jersey, 
said corporation did, 


State of the 
» | Certify that the 


Thirteenth 


ng 


poration, executed 
thereof, which 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now 
in my said i i 





It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the 
ngs for the i i 

} by the unanimous 

| holders, deposited 

4 LACKAWANNA PLAZA 
a corporation of this State, 





a duly executed “and attested consent 


have 
fixed 
this 
(Seal) A.D... 
and } 
EDWARD 
Se eretaru of State. 








STAT 
DEP. AR TMENT 
Beh Os 


0 to 
Greetin 


" MONTGOMERY 


being the agen 
l whom 
vlied with 





NOW, THEREFORE, 
State of the 
fy that the 

v day 
my office a du 


writing 









f the pr 





“IN 


have 
fi xed 





(Seal) A.D., 
ane fty-eiz 
EDWARD 
Secretary of State. 

L.J Aug 
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uted | and attested CO on sent 


ration, executed 
ereof, which 
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STATE OF } 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

OF DISSOLUTION 

Tu all to whom these presents may come, 


CERTIFICATE 


Greeting: 


WHEREAS, 
duly authenticated 
ings for the 
by the unanimous consent 
deposited i 


ALLIED 











poration, executed 
the reof whic i 
rroceedings aforesaid are 





this — 


t! 
my said office 
IN 
have 
fixed 
(Seal) one 





E DW Al 
Seorvelate of State. 


2-3 .—Aug. 









It appears to my satisfaction 











oF 
» of the State of New ewaae 
said corporation dia, 





tify that the 


set my hand and af- 

















FOLEY, 





| notice 
| Sald deceased, 
| under oath or affirmattfon, 
, | demands against the estate of ‘said deceased 
months from this 
| will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
| the same against the subscribers 

ETHEL SONS $ 

FEDERAL P 
LUM, FAIRLIE & FOSTER, 
| 605 Broad $ 
| Newark 2, N 
L.J.—Aug. 

















rece vering 


| ESTATE OF ¢ 


Pursuant 


within six 





JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Executors of said deceased, 
is hereby given to the creditors of 
to exhibit to the subscribers 
















STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF FILING OF CONSENT 
BY STOCKHOLDERS TO DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
deposited in my office, that the 

CHINA FARM & FOOD 
PRODUCTS, INC. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. R.D. #2, in the 
City of Englishtown, County of Monmouth, 
State of New Jersey (Yen H. Dong, 
being the agent therein and in charge 
hereof, upon whom process may be served), 
has complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Stat- 
utes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
issuing of this Certificate that sucii consent 
has been filed. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, EDWARD J. PAT- 

DN, Secretary of State of the State of 
New Jersey, Do Hereby Certify that the 
said corporation did, on the Sixth day of 
August, 1958, file in my office a duly ex- 
ecuted and attested consent in writing to 
the dissolution of said corporation, executed 
by more than two-thirds in interest of the 
stockholders thereof, which said certificate 
and the record of the proceedings aforesaid 
are now on file in my said office as provided 
by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Sixth day of August, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 
| Pe Aug. 21, 28, Sept. 4 














NOTICE 

TAKE NOTICE that the undersigned will 
apply to the Essex County os Law Divi- 
sion, Court House, Newark, New Jersey, on 
September 10th, 1958, at two o'clock in the 
afternoon for a judgment au h vrizing her to 
assume the name of Sid 

Sidwell Hench 

Sol J. Chasnoff 

Attorney for Plainti 
155 Midland Avenue, 
Kearny, New Jersey. 
L.J Aug. 14, 21, 28, Sept. 4 $9.45 












Dated: August 4, 1958 
ESTATE OF JOSEPH NARUN, de ceased 
Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made. on the application of 
the undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
notice is he reby given to the creditora cf 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
demands against the estate 0° said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
CARL F. HINRICHSEN, Attorney 
11 Comme rce Street 
N 





| Newark 


BE y Hn 7, 14, 21, 28, Sept. 4 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
ro all to whom these presents may come, 
(ireeting 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of tie proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
I AND D, IN6 
rporation of this State, whose principal 
o 2 Watchung Avenue, 








n the City « Plainfi ty of Union, 
s Ne Jerse y r Kurtzman 
being the agent therein on ree ¢ h arge the reof, 
pon whom process may bh» served). has 


complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 


NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 


State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said ¢ 







vration did, on the 





Thirteenth day of Aug , 1958, tile in my 
office duly executed and attested cunsent 
n writing to the dissolution of said cor- 








executed by all the stockholders 
which said consent and the record 





of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this Thirteenth day of August, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of — 
L.J Aug. 21, 28, Sept $21.60 
TAKE NOT: Ek that thes undersigned will 
apply to the Essex County Court, Court 





House, aware: New Jersey, on September 


1958 at 2:00 P.M. for judgment author- 
the names of Stanley 
i Reed, Naney Lynn 
, and Jill Susan Reed, 


ff, Phyliss 
and as 
Nancy Lynn 
Resnikoff, 
Resnikoff, infants. 
28 $10.08 








SHERIFF'S SALE 

SUPERIOR (LAW) E- 
SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY 

LAW DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY 

DOCKET J 7808-57 
ramatan National Biz and Trust 
if nxville York, @ 
-d States 
Se Ehren 
vs. Margaret 
Defendants 
















) ud 
XE v THON, 
y virtue of the above writ of 


expose 





and premises hereinafter 
ribed situate, lying and 
ff Newark, Essex County, 









on the westerly side of 
t 157 feet from the West cor- 
*, now called Warren Street; 

{ south ng Camden 
204; thence 
thence 
202 : 
ne feet 2 
place of BE- 











203 on a map 
perty (Warren 
Market Street) 

DS 13. Camden 


described in 


the Judgment 
i is the sum of 
parade Dollars and Thir- 
together with the 


August 4, 1958 
DUFFY, Sheriff. 
Ebrenkranz, Attorney. 


L.J.— Aug if. 31. 23, Sept. 4 $30.60 
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a AAS ES Se 
LEGAL NOTICES : i LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY *r STATE OF NEW yl STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE | DEPARTMENT OF STA DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
) OF ; ; ° CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


S 


by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | by duly authenticated record of the proceed-| by duly authenticated record of the proces. 

ings for the voluntary dissolution theres 

by the unanimous consent of all the stock. 
holders, deposited in my office that 
CENTRAL PLASTICS INC. 

a corporation of th State, whose principa! 

Avenue, | office is situated at No. 26 Journal Sq 


ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof |ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
f all the stock- 


e by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | by the unanimous consent of all the stock-|by the unanimous consent o 1 
holders, deposited in my office that holders, deposited in my office that holders, deposited in my office that 
THE COMMANDERS, INC. | JAME S E. WORDLEY Co. HOLTZSTAR REALTY OO. | 
i is S inci a corporati i t t inci a corpor n of this § », whose principal | 
< se i ate t No. 21 B en 














| 

| 

| 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 

o all to whom these presents may come,|To all to whom these presents may come |To all to whom these presents may come.| To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: Greeting: Greeting: Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 

| 

| | 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 

| 


on this State, whose principal 


a corporation of this State, whose principal | 
nated at No. 10 Commerce Court, 


office is situated at No. 26 Orange Road, 







in the Town of Montclair, County of Essex, y of Newark, County of Essex, f Hudson, | in the City of Jersey City, County of Hud 


State of New Jersey (William J. Camarata| State of New Jersey (Claire J. O'Toole, | State lew i 1el S. Stern,| st te of New Jersey (John J. Wrz 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | being the agent therein aud in charge thereof, | being th 1e agent therein and in charge thereof. | z the agent therein and in charge the 
upon whom process may be served), has j/ujon whom process may be served), has |upon whom process may be served), has | rhor process may be served), 


complied with the requirements of Title 14 omplied with the requirements of Title 14, | complied with the requirements of Title 14. | complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | Corporatic General, of Revised Statutes | Corporations, General, of Revised Statute 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing |of New Jersey prelimi! nary to the issuing | of New Jerseys, preliminary to the issuing 
















































. of this Certificate of Dissolution. of this Certificate of Dissolution. | of this Certificate of Dissolution. of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
Our Representatives NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | NOW, TH “REFOR E, I, the Secretary of | ” NOW. TORREPOLE. I, a Secretary 
° State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | state of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | state of the State of New Jersey, Do H 
Cover Daily— Certify that the said corporation did, on the | (ertity that the said corporation did, on the | Certify that the said corporation did, on the Certify that the said corporation did, on 
fs Thirtieth day of July, 1958, file in my} - a f July, 1958, file in my; } f z 1958, file in my ninth day of July, 1958, file 
office a duly executed and attested consent | attested consent | < ted and attested consent | office “4 ited aie attested 








¢ 


ite st 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | dissolution of said cor- 





he disso! ution | of said cor- | in writing | ‘to the dissolution of said Cor- 
uted by all the sto¢ kholders | poration, executed by all the stockh 




















































































































poration, executed by all the stockholders | wy ratj by all the stockholders 
In Trenton thereof, which said consent and the record | thereof, ich said consent and the record ich said consent and the record | thereof, which said consent and the re 
of the proceedings eee now on file | o¢ the proceedings omens ~ potas on file | f "proceedi ngs aforesaid are = w on file | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on 
in my said office as provider Dy law. 1 my said office as provided by in my said office as provided by I sae | in my said office as provided by law. 
The Offices of the welll nse agg A grt IN "TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 | cl inayat HEREOF, ae IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF 
we See Se ey ee have hereto set my hand and af- | aave hereto set my hand anc S| have hereto set my hand ar 
Supreme Court prety gg ’ eae 75 fixed my official seal, at Trenton, | fixed my of lls ~~, at ere | fixed my official seal, at Trentoz 
us birtie @ay vu! be aentessthe tk Twenty-ninth d fJz eae this big aa} gust, 4 | this Twenty-ninth ds f ] D 
Superior Court (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and (Seal) Bae th us : a teen = bes a and (Seal) sand “hundre 1 and} (Sea!) ae sm dong — pts 
fifty-eight. fift f eight. } fifty-eight. ~ See 
Secretary of State EDWARD J. PATTEN, | EDWARD J. PATTEN, EDWARD J. PATTEN, EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
U.S. District Court bike Ta + = State. $21.60 Secretary of State. eed ge reg 2 of Rume. $21.60 Secretary of State. 
4-J-——AUG. 6, o2.0Y] L.J.—Aug. 7, 14, 21 $21.60 | 4-¢.—Aug. } #1, @ a L.J.—Aug. 7, 14, 21 $21.60 
Workmen’s Compensation A ixseal | 2 
| DEPARTMENT OF STAT ee eee : e 
State Tax Department STATE OF NEW JERSEY | STATE OF NEW JERSEY CERTIFICATE. OF FILING OF CONSENT | apIAKE NOTICE, that the undersigned. wi 
Attorney General DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE BY STOCKHOLDERS TO DISSOLUTION hts avack: Mawr ; ae. z 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION To all to whom these presents may come,| * "1958 at pin Ee k are wo 
Bureau of Vital Statistics To all to whom these presents may come,| To all to whom these presents may come, Greeting setae pe arse = gers is ime 
Greeting: Greeting F S, It appears to my satisfaction, | ty), 
All other State Offices WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, énticated record of the proceed- aaa AR RLENE R: eo a 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof on ee <a 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | deposited in my office, that the vaeter be 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- MOUNT VERNON TYPEWRITER | zaster an - 
In Bergen, Essex, Hudson, | titers. aeposited tn my ofce that holders, deposited in my office that COMPANY, INC. 
WASHINGTON VILLAGE NO 1 4 REALTY oon PORATION rporation of this State, whose principal 
Passaic ond Union a corporation of this State, whose principal | ) m of tate, whose principal > sit No. 82 Mount Vernon} 
Cc Hi office is situated at No. 200 East Mt. Pleasant No 155 Oraton Street, the Newark, County of Es- 28 $1 
Avenue, in the Township of Livingston, Coun- ewark, County of Essex, St of New Jerse -y (Bernard Verosub, 10.08 
ounries ty of Essex, State of New Jersey (Martin| st Jersey (Thomas Keogh,] being the agent therein and in charge thereof, eee ee ae — 
r Levin, being the agent therein and in charge | being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | upon whe om process may be served), has NOTICE OF APPLICATION FOR 
County Clerk’s Office thereof, upon whom process may be served). | upon whom process may be served), bas | complied with the requirements of Titlei4,; caen +E OF NAME 
has complied with the requirements of Title | complied with ine requirements of Title 14, Corp jor ener , Statu tes TAKE N CE, that the unders 
Register 14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes [,¢ N¢ i issuing | make appli 2 y 7 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 4 New Jersey, ‘peas to the issuing | wf t nsent has | Law Divisio “3 on 
Surrogate of this Certificate of Dissolution. this Certificate of Dissolution been filed 
un ’ NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of “NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of NOW THEREFORE, I, Edward J. Patten, 
Co ty Clerk's Vault State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | Secretary of State of the State of New | 
Register’s Vault Certify that the said corporation did, on the Certi fy that the said corporation did, on the | Jersey, Do Boas Certit y that the said| 
. Thirtieth day of July, 1958, file in my y y-ninth day of July, 1958, file in my ation d on th ghth day of Au-| 
Sheriff’s Office office a duly executed and attested consent duly executed and attested consent file i fice a duly ex-| Leslie H. Cohen, 
’ in writing to the dissolution of said cor- ing to the dissolution of said cor- cuted 4 attest d consent in writing to| Attorney for Plai 
Surrogate’s Vault poration, executed by all the stockholders porat! on, executed by all the stockholders | the dissolution of said corporation, executed | 1060 Broad Street 
thereof, which said consent and the record the reof, which said consent and the record| py more than two-thirds in interest of the} Newark 2, New Jersey 
Referees in Bankruptcy of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file ne Ack Pa thereof, which said certificate| L.J.—Aug. 7, 14, 21, 28 $10.7 
Chancery Division Chambers | in my said office as provided by la in my said office as provided by law. and the record of the proceedings aforesaid | 
Compensation Courts a MR A Fale bata: July 38, 1 
s ete e n é a ereto 3 Cc -|by law. | ESTATE OF SOL COHEN, deceased 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, fixed my official seal, at Trenton, IN TESTIMONY WHERBEOF I} Pursuant to the order : 
: eG) ey oman nS 2 as » S , of ADRIAN & 
All County Courts and Offices : this Thirtieth day of July, A.D.,| — this Twenty-ninth day of July, A.D., have hereto set my hand and af-| FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County ¢ 
Municipal Courts and Offices (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and/ (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and fixed my official —. at Trenton, | Essex, this day made, on the application of 
fifty-eight. a fifty-eight. : this Eigh th day of August, A.D. he undersi 4. Executri t 4 
oy ene 2N the undersigned, Executrix of said deceased. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, EDWARD J. PATTEN, (Seal) one thousand nine Ruined and ot! is b b iv th edit o 
Secretar: of State Secretary of State. if notice is hereny given to yp Agee ease 
L.J 4 rag 44 nf - 21.60 | 1.3:—As +f 21 $21.60 Atte eht > 4g VIE said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
° e | Std Rieco- <i ieac eas eae ; wg. 7, 14, 2 eases EDWARD J. PATTEN, under oath or affirmation, their claims mé 
District Courts | Secretary of State. demands against the estate of said deceased. 
| STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY L.J.—Aug. 14, 21, 28 $21.60) within six months from this date, or the 
| DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
All Parts of the District Courts | CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION STATE OF NEW JERSEY recovering a gs subscriber 
j : i 0 all to who p e , To all to whom these presents may come DEPARTMENT OF STATE eee a po COHE: 
in the Counties mentioned. =r Pc a ac alana Aenea a : ° : CERTIPICATE OF DISSOLUTION | KLEIN & KLEIN, Attorneys 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | _WHE REAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | 7 all to whom these presents may come. | Ree geet Street 
»y duly authenticated record of the prc | ated record of the proceed- Greeting: : we n 
€ by duly authenticated reco the proceed : a Ataeshatice Peeccacr WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | L.J.—July 31, Aug. 7, 14, 21,28 








inee for the slut solutic 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof ticated record of the proceed. 




















































by the unanimous consent of all the stock- the unanin consent of all the stock- | y duly au a | tuede ae neler aan ae ——a 
2 ne , OP inl castor vie f h h sidera, deposited in my office that |i rt luntary dissolution thereof | NOTICE OF ATTACHMENT OF PI 
Services We Perform— __| boliers. derosit INVESTORS CORP. AVENUE. AGENCY. ING. y the unanimoes consent of all the eteek- "OF NON-RESIDENT DEB 
| a corp ion of this State, whose principal | 4 corpors this State, whose principal | holders, depo “s ter ed in my offi e that os ay eetaa it pf xc 
Ascertaining corporate name stice i No. 310 Main Street, | at No. 89 Central Avenue, | | SANI = hie ee tee sie DOC KE T No. Ll 2467-57 4 
- ee in the County of Bergen, ifton, County of Passaic, SiS ion 0 iis State, whose principa Hi: 4 s-vs Tl be 
availability and corporate in- State y (Albert S. Gross, | State « q y (Milton Werksman, : ituate t ( the ae Passat. NOTICE vy = Meoveriz 
. | being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | 'n the ‘ounty of Passaic = Vs jar * 
formation ipon whom process may be served), bas | Upon whom process may be served), has| Stat ‘ Y (Max Serelt, beg) 2. 20m Le, 
Service of papers on attorneys | complied with the requirements of Titie 14, | complied with the requirements of Title 14,| the axent therein and in charge thereo!, eee eee rae 
sys : | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | Corporations, Ganeral, of Revised Statutes | upon ,,whom process may be served), has | corporation of L in, De ” 
Filing and delivery of papers, f New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | complied wi th the requirements of Title 14, TO: SPINN-und_ cs EB Ww AR EN 
files. etc jof this Certificate of Dissolution. f this Certificate of Dissolution. Se ee ee | ee FR te 
» CLC. | NOW, THEREFORE * ¢| NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing} | ¥¢ 2 HEREBY ni 
| NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 1e ry f this C nate dat aMaaniatliea | of attachment was issued in 





ini i i State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | of this Ce: ition. r . a 
Obtaining information and data, Certify that the sald corporation did, on the | Certity that the eaid compensiion Gi, on the] , NOW. THEREFORE, 1, the Socestnzy of | $f (D0 cult Of 2. zene Loum 
: ’ Twenty-ninth day of July, 1958, file in my | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | 1958, directing the Sheriff o 


Abstracting dockets | Thirtieth day of July, 1958, file in my| Tw es N 3 SPOR y. | on hae _of 
office a duly executed and attested consent | office a duly executed and attested consent | Certify that the said corpor eer AAG, OR GEDE V0 AUR Seo. tee ae oe 
Searching and abstracting trade | \" ; in writing to the dissolution of said cor-| Eleventh day of Angi )58, file in| belonging to you, Sy 
j 
| 











writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
; zs i 4 poration, executed by all the stockholders | ™Y office a duly executed and attested consent | a3 a non-resident de sbto nF who 4 


soveiion, executed oF all the stockholders sahara 
h a summons within 































































| 
names, corps., chattel mtgs. thereof, which said consent and the record | thereof, which said consent and the record | in writing to the dissolution of said cor-| w : hin tt 
estates. etc of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | f the proceedings aforesaid sre now on file| poration, executed by all the stockholders | 9 ngs Py oi he amount of Maca 
Sikes in my swid office as provided by law. jin my said office = ar “ade . Pog ag ee ae = Bho a wal = . ——s Be aoe Seu 
‘ st ‘ feds IN TESTIMONY a : of the proceedings aforesaid are no e | thereto, on the 31st « 
Procuring Forms or Rules IN’ TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I have hereto set my band and’ ef.| in my said office as provided by law. upon a juint bank account of 
Marking District Court cases es aes ‘omeial poles Trenton fixed my official seal, at Trenton, IN TESTIMONY “and and I| blatt and Herbert C. Kle 
ini i t day of A.D., this Twenty-ninth ay of July, A.D., have hereto set my hand and af-| Savings & Loan Associati: 
Obtaining police and hospital er a bonita ang | (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and fixed my official seal, at Trenton. | Street, Newark, New 
Seal one hundred ci tl | 2 
N . : | fift lis } th day of August, | count No. 1043 
reports fi y-eight. 4 ‘ss | A ay 9 J. PATTEN, (Seal) A.D., one eae nine hundred | writ on the said 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, | Secretary of State and fifty-eight. | Rosenblatt ar i i 
e | eee ee a g21.60 | b-J-—Avg. 7, 14, 21 $21.60 EDWARD J. PATTEN, | is an escrow account rep 
4.0 .——AUR. 6, _- oi. | ' Secretary of State. | ceeds of a judgment rendere 
j L.J.—Aug 14, 21, 28 $21.60| Spinn-und Webwaren A. 
+4 | sei kihieen 5 eraa? eee | against Lana, Inc 
Messenger Service _TAKE NOTICP, that the undersigned will STATE OF NEW JERSEY nani saranaae = | State of N : 
9 | apply to the Union County Court, Law Divi-| DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE | returned the. 
‘ ion, at the Court House, Elizabeth, New Se eae eee : CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | thereon to the 
capped suger ers sata = ae ——: ee Sn ae gion whom these presents may come, To ail to whom these presents may come, | at Trenton, New Jersey 
7 s e yelox n fternoon, a treeting: gust, 958 
oe Gey 5 oe eee authorizing them to assume the names of|, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. WHEREAS It appears to my satisfaction, | — Ee notifi¢ 
and requests on forms provided | Leon Bobbs, Sophie Bobbs and Leonard N.|>y duly authenticated record of the proceed-| 1. auiy authenticated record of the proceed. | required career “at newer 
Bobbs Bas ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | j7 0 ¢ a line P | Sees 20) were (FOE ger 
by us. PGs arbre by the unanimous consent of all ae stock- | ,2*8 for the voluntsry dissolution thereof | tiff's complaint, a copy 4 : 
Leon *B »broski — hcimare, Recoutten’ ts my. office|th by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | nexed to the notice, upon Kaufm Toc 
ate eee REGAN REALTY. CORPORATION holders. deposited in my office that | & Kaufman, the attorneys of i 
e Leonard N. Bobroski, an infant, Reiser i this Stat h ora GROVE STREET CORPORATION | whose address is No. 60 Park Pla IN 
by Leon Bebreski, bis tether Bee ee ae Menintoon Hoo | ® corporation of this State, whose principal| 2, New Jersey, of hay 
an urs ian. office is situated at No. 3 | niente andr =, ~ . w : 
went wie ae in the City of Elizabeth, County of Union, | OMe is situated at No. 17 Academy Street, | complaint, the writ |! res 
epor s ay senstat, Attorney State of New Jersey (Leonard Diener,| = the City of Newark, County of Essex, / Sheriff's levy thereunder wi r by) this 
> being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | State of New Jersey (George Levin,| after the date of the la arn 
A t t is ot Bayo lig J. é. aa 12.60 | upon whom process may be served) nas being the agent therein and in charge thereof, | this notice and of the b Ere 
prompt repor given you! L.J.—Aug. 7, 14, 21, 2 $12.6 complied ierith ahe- sequiseuerite ot: Tatin’ 2% ge gg _— ~ —. 7 vided for in the ‘‘order for sé EDY 
~ Ls * | comp! wi e requirements o e 14. | tion” which is annexed to 
on each request you make. senile emai eeumeee af gy gg ll eae Bhar oo Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | Gret date of publication will 
STA NEW ee Beast of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | 





of August, 1958 and the last date 
tion will be on the 28th di: ze 

If you fail so to answe 
by default may be st ag 










DEPARTMENT OF STATE of this Certificate of Dissolution. of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
OF DISSOLUTION NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 


SERTIFICATE s b, ~ : 
THIS SERVICE IS AVAILABLE . State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby ~ ; 4 
To all to whom these presents may come, Certify that the sate coremration anal “eaten State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 










TO YOU FOR A NOMINAL | WSTESAS, It appeare to my eatisfaction, | Trenty-ninth day of July, 1958, file in my] p,"t\' shat the sald corporstion did, on the | relief demanded in the 
| : "| office a duly executed and attested consent ts Pal ae. tga art ire answer and proof of ser 
MONTHLY CHARGE by duly authenticated record of the proceed: | /' pel Fs to the dissolution of said cor- | Sfice a duly executed and attested consent| Guplicate shall be filed with | 4 
in writing to the dissolution of sald cor-| the Superior Court, State H 





ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof poration, executed by all the stockholders 














| 
| by the unanimous consent of all the etocK-| 1) ous “which said consent and the record | Poration, executed by all the stockholders | Tronton, New Jersey, ba. 
3 oe car ne mer gue ae Soo of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file baer ongy betas — — and on = the rules of civil proced EA ten 
c eee 5 of this State, “whose ‘principal in my said office as ran anor. I in _ vad. Milce a2 pr vi led by aw. a } reais “fee AN _— 
eer ee Se ae IN TESTIMONY E eo dhe Attorneys for Plaint 
Serving the Bar of New Jersey | office - oo a No. wie Rage ate have hereto set my hand and af- abl TESTIMONY WHEREOF. ae | Dated: August 5, 1958 
F Oo ie 4 - 4 Je axe te acreage 4 *Paln a" fixed my official seal, at Trenton. ascr Nba pret? coal’ at Wenaten By. Andrew L. Kau 
or Over 30 Years tate of New Jersey (Frank A. ateaiert, this Twenty-ninth day of July, A.D., xed =. 3 “a i. — - | ‘A Member 
| being the agent ae and in charge thereof. | (seal) one thousand nine hundred and] pee i Pc ‘and| Plaintiff's cause of a 
|} upon whom process may be served), has fifty (Seal) one thousand nine hundred and) P $606.50 lee. : 
lo .50, plus 





complied with the requirements of Title 14. EDW — J. PATTEN fifty-eight. ri . ar eho 
4 ON, arises out of th 


| Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes ok a EDWARD J PATTEN, . ‘ 

NEW JERSEY LAWYERS of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | ; ;_ pg a+ vf State. $21.60 Secretary 9, State. waren A. G. to p 
| of this Certificate of Dissolution. ‘ Rae Sees ue L.J.—Aug. 7, 14, 21 $21.60 | amount for legal : 

| NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of : | behalf from May throu 

SERVICE | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 2 e 7 S Dated: July 25, 1958) in its dispute with La 

| Certify that the sald corporation did, on the NOTICE OF HEARING ESTATE OF JENNIE B. SCHREYER, de-| for service by public 

Thirty-first day of July, 1958, file in my Take notice that the undersigned will ceased notice of the attachm 


ic , | office a duly executed and attested consent | apply to the Essex County Court on the 3rd Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M.| taining the provisions 
24 Edison Place, Newark 2 in writing to the dissolution of s#id cor- | day of September, 1958, at two o’clock in| FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of} published, and a bri t 
MArket 3-6190-1 




































poration, executed by all the stockholders | the afternoon, at the Court House in the/ Essex, this day made, on the application of | complaint and of the 
thereof, which said consent and the record | City of Newark, New Jersey, for a judgment | the undersigned, Executor of said deceased,| this newspaper four times 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file/ authorizing them to assume the names of| notice is hereby given to the creditors of | secutive weeks, once act 









































in my said office as provided by law. Edward Robert Marcy and Angela Marcy] said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber| further provided that 2 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, Z respectively. . a under oath or affirmation, their claims and oo — —, be 
$ 5 have hereto set my hand and af- edward obert arsevich demands against the estate of said deceased, | the first date of pub: 
Our representative will be happy fixed my official seal, at 0 Individually and as Guardian| within six months from this date, or they | He the —— _ 
call on you e in this this Thirty-first day of July, A.D., ad litem of Angela Marsevich, | will be forever barred from prosecuting or iechtenstein and to 
to : 4 y > to xpla t (Seal) one — nine hundred and a Minor, his wife recovering the same against the subecriber. | & ent, 60 Park Place 
service in detail. fifty-eiz Raymond D. O’Brien, Esq. HOWARD SCHREYER Jersey, who ttor 
EDWAED J. PATTEN, 286 North Broad Street 265 W. Passaic Avenue fendant in its actio ‘ 
| Secretary of State. Elizabeth, New Jersey Rutherford, N. J. referred to in the ae 
es | L.J.—Aug. 7, 14, 21 $21.60 L.J.—Aug. 7, 14, 21, 28 $12.60 | L.J.—July 31, Aug. 7, 14, 21,28 L.J.—Aug. 7, 14, 21, © 
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4 new 
LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
TAKE NOTICE ens 2 STATE OF NEW JERSEY : STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
——e° Sot Be satan wil DEPARTMENT OF STATE OF NEW JERSEY DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT UF STATE 


ply to the Essex County Court, Court 
Newark, New Jersey on September 
58 at 2 o'clock in the afternoon, for 
ment to assume the names of Joseph 
tto and Jennie Frances Belfatto and 
ir minor children to assume the names 
ia Belfatto and Joseph A. Belfatto. 

Joseph A. Bellofatto 

Jennie Frances Bellofatto 

Marucci 








rsey 
, 21, 28, Sept. 4 














L $10.71 
Dated: July 15, 1958 

TE OF DANIEL DANIEL, deceased 
rsuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
JR., Surrogate of the County of 


this day made, on the application of 
dersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
is hereby given to the creditors of 
deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
math or affirmation, their claims and 
temands against the estate of said deceased, 
with in six months from this date, or they 
wil. be forever barred from prosecuting or 
seovering the same against the subscriber. 
SAMUEL DANIELS 





s4MUEL DANIELS, Attorney 
Irvington Avenue 
y 24, 31, Aug. 7, 14, 21 








New Jersey—Dept. of Banking and 

ntion, June 17, 1958. Whereas. The 
AMERICAN ‘HARDWARE MUTUAL INSUR- 
ANCE COMPANY, located at Minneapolis, ia 
te of Minnesota, has filed in this De- 
t a sworn statement by the proper offi- 
reof, showing its condition on December 
57, and business for the year and has 
all respects with the laws of this 
D le tc it; now, therefore, I, Char- 
Howell, Commissioner of Banking and 
nee of the State of New Jersey, do hereby 
that said Company is duly authorized to 
its appropriate business of fire and al- 
marine, property damage, oon lia- 
ler and machinery, age nkler 
ge and burglary insurance in thi St tate = 
with law until May 1, 1959. The 
busin ess of said vege ay —_ “the 


State of 







nes 











is shown as fol 
$32 858, 1 (33.73; Lia pilit ge pan 
d surplus, $28, 158, 545.99; Special sur- 
$3 )0,000.00; Guaranty fund, 35 10.- 
3,8 











nd year first above written. Charles BR. 











the Ga be 
Howell, ¢ ommissioner of Banking and Insurance. 
(Seal) & 
J.—Aug. 14, 21, 28 
Dated: August 8, 1958 
TATE OF ROSCOE C. FIELDS, deceased 
rsumnt to the order of ADRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 


this day made, on the application of 
dersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
3 is hereby given to the creditors of 
uid deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 
jemands against the estate of eaild deceased, 
within six months from thig date, or they 
bi be forever barred from prosecuting or 
seovering the same against the subscriber. 
IRWIN GOLDFINGER 

IN ee ER, Attorney 

rd Place 

N. J. 


Easel, 
















28, Sept. 4, 11 





uly 15, 1958 
RETTLNGER, 


ant to the order of M. 
r, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
. this day made, on the application ef 
dersigned, Executrix of said deceased, 
is hereby given to the creditors of 
deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
r oath or affirmation, their claime and 
nds against the estate of said deceased, 
rihin six months from this date, or they 
vl be forever barred from prosecuting or 
movering the game against the subecriber. 


Dated: Ju 
ESTATE OF EUGENIE A. 
ieceased 


ADRIAN 





NELLIE J. HOFFMAN 
42RTHUR V. TALMAGE, Attorney 
2 Broad Street 

N. J. 

24, 31, Aug. 7, 14, 21 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
__ DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presents may come, 
sreeting: 


3, It appears to my satisfaction. 
henticated record of the proc 





for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
" the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
bders, dep - a in my office that 


YSTROM’S INC. 
"a this State, whose principal 
lated at No. 332 Route 4, in 
of Paramus, County of Bergen, 
eo Jersey (Marden R. Nystrom, 





have of 
*2g the agent therein and in charge thereof, 


be pen process may be served), has 
with the requirements of Title 14, 
tions, General, of Revi Statutes 
* Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
‘tis Certificate of Dissolution. 

OW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
fae of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
that the said corporation did, on the 
day of August, 1958, file in my 
duly executed and attested consent 
ng to the dissolution of s#id cor- 
B, executed by all the stockholders 
Which said consent and the record 














, ae Proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


“57 said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
Sxed my official seal, at Trenton 
in this Fourth day of August, A.D., 
= thousand nine hundred and 
fty-cigh 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
ly ee of S8tate. 
~*~ Ang. 7 a $21.60 





TATE 
OF DISSOLUTION 
whom these presente may come 









E CABINET SHOP 


s State, whose principal 





151 Midland Boule- 

hip of Maplewood, Coun ty | 
New Jersey (Michae 
agent therein and in pa 


hom process may be served), 
ith the requirements of Title 
General, of Revised Statutes 
Preliminary to the issuing 
te of Dissolution. 
FORE, I, the Secretary of | 
State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | 
ee said corporation did, on the | 
August, 1958, file in my | 
_€ecuted and attested consent | 
to the dissolution of said cor- 
ed by the stockholders | 
adline aid consent and the record 
ngs aforesaid are now on file 
© a8 provided by law. 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I} 












— hereto set my hand and af- 
thie > _Micial seal. #t Trenton. 
hu) <“S Fourth day of August, A.D., 






fecuaand nine hundred and 
TW ARD J. PATTEN, 
may sory of State. 


1 4, 21 $21.60 


{ 


STAT 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

BLUE HAVEN INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 68 Hudson Street, 
in the City of Hoboken, County of Hudson, 
in the State of New Jersey (Maurice Gottlieb, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 


Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 


NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
First day of August, 1958, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this First day of August, A.D., 
one thousand nine hundred and 
fifty-eight. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Aug. 7, 14, 21 


(Seal) 


$21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF 8TATB 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the 


ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office t 
NORFOLK ESTATES, INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
fice is situated at No. 601 Broadway, 
in the City of Bayonne, County of Hudson, 
State of New Jersey (William Rubin, 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the s#id corporation did, on the 
First day of August, 1958, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stsckholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
{in my said office as provided by law 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
af 


fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this First day of August, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Aug. 7, 14, $21.60 





Dated: July 29, 1958 

ESTATE OF EUGENIA NERIR, deceased 

Pursuant to the order of ADRIAN M. 
FOLEY, JR., Surrogate of the County of 
Essex, this day made, on the application of 
the undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation. their claime and 
demands against the estate of said deceased, 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 

JULIUS P. LITWACK 

JULIUS P. LITWACK, attorney 
11 Commerce Street 
Newark 2, N. J. 
L.J.—Aug. 7, 14, 21, 28, Sept. 4 


SHERIFF'S SALE 
SUPERIOR (CHAN) C-306 
SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY 
CHANCERY DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY 
DOCKET NO. F-2051-57 
Berkeley Savings and Loan As- 
of Newark, New Jersey, a New 
Jersey corporation, Plaintiff, and Alexander 
N. Onque, Jr., et als., Defendants. Execu- 

tion, For Sale of Mortgaged Premises. 

By virtue of the above stated writ of 
Execution, to me directed, I shall expose 
for Sale by Public Vendue, in Room B-16, 
at the COURT HOUSE, in Newark, on Tues- 
, the 2nd day of September, next, at 1:30 
(Prevailing Time), all the following 
tract or parcel of land and premises herein- 
after particularly described, situate, lying 
and being in the City of Newark, Essex 
County, New Jersey: 

BEGINNING in the westerly side of 
No 6th Street distant two hundred feet 
southerly from Sussex Avenue; thence south- 
erly along said Street twenty-five feet; thence 
westerly parallel with said Avenue one hun- 
dred feet; thence northerly parallel with said 
Street twenty-five feet; thence easterly par- 
allel with said Avenue one hundred feet to 
the place of BEGINNING. 
3eing known as Lot Number fifty-one (51) 
map of Estate of S. Augusta Breintnall, 
December 27, 1880, W. L. Thomp- 
Surveyors. 
known as #54 North 6th 

New Jersey. 
sunt of the Judgment 
of 





3etween 
sociation 


rth 


on 
surveyed 
& Son, 
also 
Newark, 
approximate am¢ 


son 


Being 
Street, 


The 











to be satisfied by said sale is the sum 
7 housand, One Hundred and Forty- 
se lars and Eighty-four Cents ($13,- 
1 ge i _ costs of this sale. 
ae 28, 1958. 
NEIL G. DUFFY, Sheriff. 
Fast & Fast, Attorneys. 
L.J.- 7, 14, 21, 29 $34.02 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
Te all to whom these presents may come 
Greeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 


BAYONNE FURNITURE INDUSTRIES, INC. 
@ corporatior is State, whose principal 
iffice is No. 26 Journal Square, 
City, County of Hud- 
he of New Jersey (Sara Dorn, 
g the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
f New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 













f this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 





( "ertify that the said corporation did, on the 
lay f Au t 1958, file in my 
duly executed ‘and attested consent 

a writing to the dissolution of said cor- 


poration, executed by al] the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton 
this First day of August, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Aug. 7, 14, 21 $21.60 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 








holders, deposited in my office that 
KENBAR CONSTR UCTION COMPANY 

a corporatic his State, whose principal 

office is si at No. 24 Commerce Street, 

in the C of Newark, County of Essex, 

State of New Jersey (Julius Stein, 


being the agent therei 
upon whom process 
complied with the 


n and in charge thereof, 

may be served), has 
requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the ‘ssuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fifth day of August, 1958, file in my 
office a duly execu and attested consent 








ted 


in writing to the dissolution of s@id cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
his Fifth day of August, A.D., 
one thousand nine hundred and 
fifty-eight. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Aug. 14, 21, 28 








(Seal) 


$21.60 





STATE NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
ali to whom these presents may come. 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, 
by duly authenticate 
ings for the volu 
by the unanimous 
holders, deposited in 
I I I 


OF 


To 


ars to my satisfaction. 
record of the proceed- 
dissolution thereof 
sent of all the stock- 
office that 
SALES 
», whose principal 
‘mont Avenue, 
County of Essex, 
New Jer (Marion Leach, 
being the agent therein aa in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE. I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the sai d corporation did, on the 
Fifth day of August, 1958, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 


It appe 









a corporation 
office is situa 
in the Bore 
State of 





lare 





in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF I 








have hereto set my hand an af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Fifth day of August, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine nundread and 
fifty-eight 
EDWARD J. PATTES, 
Secretary if State 
L.J.—Aug. 14, 21, 28 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To a to whom these 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 
ICA CORPORATION 
a rporation of this State, whse principal 
office N 81 Sroad Street, 
in the ty of Essex, 
State OE dward Toner, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof 
upon whom process ay be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, Genera of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certity that the sai d cory seco ttis did, on the 


presents may come 












Sixth day of Augus 195 file in my 
office a duly execu ted ‘and pr Air consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on fle 
in my said office as provided by law. 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand end af- 
= my official seal, at Trenton, 
his Sixt day of August, 
(Seal) AD. one thousand nine hundre 
and fifty-eight 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Aug. 14, 21, 28 321.60 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all ‘to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by th@-weanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, depostted in my office that 
POTTER CO-OPERATIVE BUILDING AND 

DEVELOPMENT ASSOCIATION 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 52 Baldwin Avenue, 
in the City of ,Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Jessie Jeffries, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Seventh day of August, 1958, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WEHEREVF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 


fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Seventh day of August, A.D., 
(Seal) one =— nine hundred and 
fifty-eig 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Aug. 14, 21, 28 $21.60 





TATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

FIFTY CALIFORNIA AVENUE CORP. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 


office is situated at No. 657 Main Avenue, 
in the City of Passaic, County of Passaic, 
State of New Jersey (Edward Rubinstein, 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title [4, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Seventh day of August, 1958, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand end af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 
this Seventh day of August, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Aug. 14, 21, 28 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

THE HOLLY CLUB, INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 701 Paterson Plank 


Road in the City of Union City, County of 
Hudson, State of New Jersey (Mario Casa- 
massimo, being the agent therein and in 
charge thereof, upon whom process may be 
served), has complied with the requirements 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 


Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the s@id corporation did, on the 
Seventh day of August, 1958, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are _— on file 
in my said office as provided by la 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Seventh day of August, A.D., 


(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary be a 

L.J.—Aug. 14, $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these nresents may come 

Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 


Tc 











ings for the voluntary dissolution therevf 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
holders, deposited in my office that 
STOKES HOLDING CO. 
a corporation of this whose principal 
ce is situated at 17 Academy Street, 
in the of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jer Bernard Levy, 
being the agent therein and in «harge thereof 
upon whom process may be served), bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, Genera! f Revised Stututes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the isauing 


Dissolution. 
the ey of 
Do Hereby 


of se Certificate of 
NOW, THEREFOR E. I, 
State of the State of New Jersey, 













































Certify that the said poration di id, on the 
Sixth day of August 1958 e in my 
office a duly executed and a coated consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by a the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings afor are — on file 
i said office as fr by 1 
com IN TE STIMO ‘ Ww HEREOF, I 
have hereto set hand and af- 
fixed my officia at Trenton 
i j igust, A.D., 
(Seal) e hundred and 
ifty-elght 
EDWARD J »ATTEN, 
Secretary of State 
L.J.—Aug. 14, 21, 28 $21.00 
ee SSS 
D i: August 5, 1958 
ES STATE OF ANNA deceased 
t » the rder of ADRIAN M. 
f County of 
pplication of 
the undersign T.A. of said 
deceased ; noti ce n to the credit- 
ors of said deceas it to the sub- 
seriber under oath 1, their claims 
and demands aga B.. said de- 
ceased, within six is date, or 
they will be foreve I rom , souneaulins 
or recovering the same against the sub- 


ecriber 





HARRY L. FITZPATRICK 
SHANLEY & FISHER, Attorneys 
744 Broad Street 
Newark 2, N. J. 

L.J.—Aug. 14, 21. 28, Sept. 4, 11 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

GREAT AMERICAN REALTY 
CORPORATION 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 


office is situated at No. 60 Park Phace, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Samuel Kesselman, 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the s@#id corporation did. on the 
Seventh day of August, 1958, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 

have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 

this Seventh day of August, A.D., 

one thousand nine hundred and 

fifty-eight. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary « — 
Aug. 14, 21 


(Seal) 


L.J.- $21.60 





TAKE 
apply to the 
sion, Court 
September 


NOTICE that the undersigned will 
Essex County Court, Law Divi- 
House, Newark, New Jersey, on 
10, 1958 at two o'clock in the 
afternoon for a judgment authorizing them 
to assume the names of Benno Bengov, Louise 
Leah Bengov. Debra Bengov, Lori Bengov and 











Natalie Bengov. 
3enjamin Gutfinkel individually 
and as natural guardian for 
Louise Leah Gurfinkel, Debra 
Gurfinkel and Lori Gurfinkel, in- 
fants, and Natalie Gurfinkel. 

Anson Rauschberg 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

790 Broad Street 

Newark 2, New Jersey 

L.J.—Aug. 14, 21, 28, Sept. 4 $13.23 


OERTIFICATE OF DISSULUTION 
To ali to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office tha 

WARREN VILLAGE, INC 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 1659 Church Street, 


in the City of Rahway, County of Union, 
State of New Jersey (Seymour 8S. Lichten- 
stein, being the agent therein and in charge 


tuereof, upon whom process may be served), 
uas complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
New Jersey, preliminary to the jssuing 
this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-ninth day of July, 1958, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
tuereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Twenty-ninth day of July, A.D., 


vs 
vt 


(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 


Secretary of State. 


L.J.—Aug. 7, 14, 21 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ail to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution therevf 
by the unanimous consent of ail the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office that 

. L. HUTCHINGS, INC. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 790 Broad Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (William Harris, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
First day of August, 1958, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official sea#l, at Trenton, 


this First day of August, A.D., 
(Seal) one thousand nine bundred and 
fifty-eight. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Aug. 7, 14, 21 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in my office at 

ESSEX HOUSING COMPANY 
a@ corporation of this State, whose principal 


office is situated at No. 17 Academy Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of ‘New Jersey (George Levin, 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the iseuing 
of this Certificate of Diseolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
First day of August, 1958, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which ea#id consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

. TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 





fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this First day of August, A.D., 

(Seal) one thousand nine hundred and 
fifty-eight. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

L.J.—Aug. 7, 14, 21 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


ings for the voluntary diss lution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of _ - stock- 
holders, deposited in my office 


( -ORPORATION 
whose principal 


BEEJACK DEVELOPMENT 
a corporation of this State, 





office is situated at No. 60 Park Place, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex 
State of New Jersey (Emanuel Silberner, 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Thirty-first day of July 1958, file in 
my office # duly executed a attested consent 
in writing to the dissolt ym of said cor- 
poration, executed by a the stockholders 
which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 




























in my said office as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I! 
have hereto set my hand ar af 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this irty-fi } of July, 
(Seal) £0. ine hundred 
and fifty-eight 
EDW ARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 
L.J.—-Aug. 7, 14, 21 $21.60 
gust 7 1958 
ESTATE OF C NE 3ERG, de- 
ceased 
Pursuant to ADRIAN M 
FOLEY, JR., the County cf 
Essex, this day made. on the appilcation of 
the undersigned, Executor of sald deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased. to exhibit to the subser'ber 
under oath or affirmation, their claims and 


demands against the estate of said deceased, 









within six months from this date, or they 

will be forever barred from prosecuting or 

recovering the same against the subscriber. 
THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 

DAVID 8S. BINGHAM, Atto y 

| 744 Broad Street 

Newark 2, N 

| L.J.—Aug. 14, 21, 28, Sept. 4, 11 





























































































































































































































































































































Page Twelve NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, AUGUST 21, 1958 81 N. J. L. J. Index Page 435 
————— 
— _ . | 
MONMOUTH COUNTY COURT SCHEDULE - Schedule of Judge CLASSIFIED ADVERTISING 
eptember 195 "s ° | 
Cafiero |EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY| EMPLOYMENT WANTED 
Pr Probate September 1958 Stated Session | NJ-NY ATTY. 7% YRS. HEAVY 
Cr Criminal Court Calendar ATTORNEY mpensation - I 
DC District Court Atlantic, Cape May Cumberland | 
OR. :cssisspasebicccuivioies baieiancatates ea Gooteteineesoncaecieednste Jury Trials and Salem Counties s T Y M I E D? 
BN i copsccsntatsnecospsysvnnsos.cxsnciavos cathisoasneustee suas ccontseenys eS HON. A. J. CAFIERO ~_— ‘camitt ——— 
PW... re er re Prerogative Writs Assignment Judge Superior Court i 
BD Es ovsssucenpavewasechacceuwscynde.cdnctobesevonaseaee Domestic Relations Mailing Address 
SIENA « <ciners.spuibndpensuteissinneupSedsoepanwentcinivees SavaenoAecieate Toms River 2010 Central Avenue not essentic 
RE ssinntbovcipecicye sameanoceens vebcubieioadpcanaia dotasnendaaeesabponsrcuile Pretrials N. Wildwood, NJ. je sii . YOUNG ATTORNEY, EXPERIE) SCED | 
ae pois gobtasrvsssoshcobeven vccsenstet Nt aeeineneaets ine aba a — DAILY COURT SCHEDULE ALLSTATE en ee en ee es 
} satis conan ieesnaswseupin teanbonvacespea sensors stavestanen Matrimonia Sept. 8-12—Bridgeton a —— 
1958 Knight Mariano Giordano Simmill Ascher Evans ‘ i i INSURANCE CO. FOR RENT 
Sept. 3 10AM-Freehold PT Pr MAT rr D.C. » 99-95-Salem MOUNTAIN AVE MURRAY HILL TE OFFICE - LAWYER'S ATTR 
2PM-T.R. ” 29-Oct. 2—Bridgeton i - complete law library and a 
Sept. 4 PW. PT PT MAT PT D.C. Oct. 6- 9—Atlantic City LAW GRADUATES ne P eaut cater 2 o 
-_. ipod 1 ~ = Da. D.C. " 14-17—Atlantic City Excellent aenea Geer 0 on rapidly | ~“2°6™ ee = 
Sept. 8-11 P.W. PT PT MAT P.W. D.C. ” 90-23—Atlantic City srowing busi State Farm Mutual has OFF ICE - TO RENT - NOW, 500 SQ. Fr 
Sept. 12 P.W. M. A. Pr DR. D.C. ”  97-30—Atlantic City : u um aad woak tener ae 
Sept. 15-18 P.W. PT PT MAT rr DC. Nov. 3- 6—Cape May C.H. Call PR 5-8789 ; 
Sept. 19 P.W. M. A. Cr DR. D.C. *  10-13—Cape May C.H. 2 OR 3 ROOM OFFICE 2 
Sept. 22-25 J.T. J.T. * fig i bf ie J.T. D.C. *  17-20—Bridgeton ae da 
Sept. 26 TR. M. A. Pr D.R. D.C. » 94-96 Bridgeton a 
Sept. 29-30 J.T. 5.7. a7. a7. . DC. pec. 1- 4—Bridgeton FOR SALE 
Note: Matrimonial Division (Judge Elvin R Simmill) will hear motions ” 8-11—Bridgeton , COMPLETE SET OF NEW JERSEY Li 
every Friday in Freehold. ”  15-18—Bridgeton —____—_— ———— ——— Equit ae | 
Chancery Division (Judge Lester A. Drenk) will sit in Freehold OTIONS AND PREROGATIVE | on ec ae cate te nteee tor 
the weeks of Sept. 8 to 12, incl. and Sept. 29 to Oct. 3, incl. WRIT PRETRIALS ——— 
District Court Jury Trials will be held in Freehold. (Address (at to dates) refer- 
all correspondence to Roy Bowman, City Hall, Long Branch.) Sept. 5—Atlantic City —_— . 
ae cs seen sa re ro ” 12—Bridgeton | YoU sed ATTOR goa ‘ “ on MID- BOOKS SHEL, = ee NIGH MET4 
” 19—Salem per desirable. W at _cluste > 
26—Atlantic City a aa 
Oct. 3—Bridgeton LAW ‘ Se : AV AIL ABLE, “BUS ae SALE 
” 10—Salem | 3 fo geens Ci } _, gene ae actice. Excel- | Law and a uity Reports to date 
The Approved, Compact All-State 17—Atlantic City pencticel experience. “Wilte soueene’- 
24—Cape May C.H. EMPLOYMENT WANTED | a 
31—Bridgeton OES RES eS a OY MILLAR 
Nov. 7—Atlantic City ee ES POSI-| | 102 North Main St., Paterson, NJ 
” 13—Cape May C.H. | ~ 43 Fi bs a“ 4 ub i : , : 4 | T 2] ¥ Ambe rt 3- 180: 3 
" 31-Salem Jiex Oe ne paesse’™’ | MORTGAGE FUNDS AVAILABLE 
: 26—Bridgeton =a Canna, 2 
Self-Contained Dec. 5—Atlantic City Wasery Perk Bac: aaaieee ee IRST OR mg MORTGAG! E FC 
” 12 Bridgeton foaues certian insael Mba Misra is ies 
COMPLETE Tole) 4 + CORPORATE OUTFIT 19—Cape May C.H. E ~ ATTORNEY, OFFICE SPACE WANTED 
(as to Counties) | py ATTORNEY DESIRES OF: a 
Atlantic—9/5 - 9/26 - 10/17 - 11/7 je efera : 4 Broad. Phone You 
- 12/5 | E MI 26610, 
: : Cape May—10/24 - 11/13 - 12/19} fae SERVICES FOR LAWYERS 
including Cumberland—9/12 - 10/3 - 10/31 - | —— en —— 
sab aan 9" ee 
FOLD-AWAY _ salem—9/19 - 10/10 - 11/21 | Box 598 ane 
SEAL* ° | COUNSELLOR 7 YRS. xKMEN'S COM- Se eee 
Bankruptcies wusation - negligence experience including | 15° Park Row, New York 38, N.3 
iefense pani es seeks 7-8773-8 
The names of the Referees are abbreviated | {“S7C;StOn th ort Be 2 & aed Coe Sa == 
as follows oes. es T-Tallyn; a, F- rat Se 7 r cn is WANTED TO PURCHASE 
BARRY'S Clothes ne., 2lst & ral Sts.,/ REAL 
Seren ap anaes L.T.&F.; solt.| wit WE ARE INTERESTED IN PURCHAS 
BONK, John Martin, 31 Essex St., East] °) cet wae euler sath nb Serum 
Keansburg vol ab. $2,490.68; assets . ‘ 1) 9.8 
$866 refr. a ek ue ae Ronald G.t com yi nes pi eS Ne perky M1 ietcisier’2 
BONK, Marybe 1 ik ee oe Oe 
wuss Fels 2 ‘Sate NORMAN N. POPPER 
Poe | Announcement REGISTERED PATENT 
St ATTORNEY 
. soir | Hayden and Gillen have moved | 17 Academy St., Newark 2, N. J. 
ie dec wade ao ce | their law offices to 81 Ernston Mitchell 2-1406 
issets §$ oe re fr L.T. & F.: Dong | Road, Parlin (Sayreville) where Services avatiable to attorneys ony 
Kleinberg, M. & M.: 8-12 4 
t. John A., 65 W. Somerset St., they will continue the general - 
ts v liab $6,619 72: assets +3 aur 
mri pane Sale wee | practice of law. 
sects at vom ROY GRIFFITH JONES 
: o x I aie in le; vol. ; | LEGAL NOTICE PATENT ATTORNEY 
L.T, & F. Hau las 958 Formerly Patent Advisor, 
on ——— - F.. ESTATE OF MARGARET sy “ADAIR, de- U. S. Gov., Dept. of the Army 
caieene $1.7 r. & I : Pursuant to the order et ADRIAN M ee 
13. - ; _ OLEY, , Surrogate of th t f , aos 
a STARTING AT KI TTRA wi am He rhe rt 19084 werey HI a cage rs 4 made, on the application of Mitchell 3-6136 
*Optional #38, Delaware: ‘vol.: Mab. $12,558.65; | notice is hereby given to the eveditere ef — | 
Gold Lettering $1.00 $1 5.00 aescts $1 0 vrefr. LT. & F.; solr, Her-| mate deceased, fo exhibit to the naboeriber Be 
Printed Minutes $1.00 ——— : ies H Peay zg oe —. ye 3 i asec agTeed 
ee Roe | within ae. ‘month from, this pod 7 oe CREDIT REPORTS: ove 
‘ é SLO. wil e forever barr from prosecuting or ac, 
New and already in demand, the Unicorp completely integrated = Sa | recovering warional NEW An a cae NEW JERSEY BUREAUS “10 by 
Corporate Outfit Library solves the time and space problem in many IU DG ite NT BANKING COMPANY OF NEWARK WILLIAM C. FAY, General Manage’ Jér sh 
offices. In the Matter ication : | HENRY M. REEVE MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, N.J. ie 
HOWARD SE yMOU RGINSBERG 808 Broad Stree s Ca: samiies PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 
Because of its compact format, All-State’s Unicorp fills all corporate HOWARD SE VMOU R TARABOU # : | a pan 4 a ee WIRE: Union, N. J. — 
requirements with 60% less bulk—and is produced with the same high sproward Seymour G having | this | 
printing and engraving specifications as the standard corporate outfit. Pee Se 2 Re serge 
rder to wit: 
lows Ss e 
Write or phone for all necessary data. ne b as 
Shipped prepaid within 5 hours. (On Orders Received by Noon) are es mat 


MArket 4-5577 i ius 
ALL-STATE orrice suppty co. ate . ter Se 


502 HIGH STREET @ NEWARK 2,N. J. 












to assume 
ae wyers. 
f said plaintiff 
ent to be publish- 6 le 
aw Jo irnal, and 
fete’ and te on OF NEW JERSEY 
County 
order with 
t to the pro- TITLES INSURED 


ns of the statute in such case made and 


Uniform Interrogatories R.S. 4:23-3 Par. (b) aoe (s) Walter H. Conklin THROUGHOUT NEW JERSEY 
J.C.€. on the Certification 

















435 PD—UNIFORM INTERROGATORIES (9B) GRAT 7 SK EIN of Authorized Attorneys 
435 PI— UNIFORM INTERROGATORIES (9A) ¥ ; 
7. $8.64 | A NEW JERSEY CORPORATION 
also AGENCIES IN: Serving New Jersey «Organized 1928 





415 PL—PLAINTIFF INTERROGATORIES Z. H. POLACHEK CaMDEN @ FREEHOLD @ Morristown @ New Bronswick 
ALL-STATE OFFICE SUPPLY CO. i cteesnrcsszongl PaTeRSON @ RiversipE @ Toms River @ TRENTON 
| ‘||| 15 MARKET ST. NEWARK, N. J. Mitchell 2-787 


502 High Street Newark 2, N. J. New York 1, N.Y. ENSA 
MArket 4-5577 Phone: LO. 5-3088 BERGEN COUNTY OFFICE: 65 HUDSON ST., HACK 


























